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nt for crime; 
n of southern institutions from all that por- 
n of the territory ac oo d by the treaty with 
nee in 1803, which lay north of 36° 30’. 

When we were called upon to form a govern- 
ment for th’s Territory, the South demanded, asa 
cognition of her political equality, the repeal of 
1 measure, the unconstitutionality and injustice 
fwhich time had made as apparent to her judg- 
ment as it was offensive to her pride. Standing 
where she has ever stood, and where I trust she 
will aly Se found, by the Constitution, she de- 
manded nothing from the fraternal feeling, from 
ybearance of her sister States; but she did 

mand, as a recognition of the political equality 
‘the States, the right to go with her property into 

common domain of the Confederacy. Upon 
isdemand we went before the country; and after 
ited and excited contest, the offensive statute 
vas wiped from the statute-book. This was fol- 
wed by such a political storm throughout the 

-slaveholding States, as none but a free gov- 
ment, Fe sting upon the enlightened judgment 

» pe ople, can ever withstand. 
Unde r the guidance of leaders, in many in- 
s as reckless and ambitious as they were 
ry element of political discord and sec- 
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stance 


or, in other words, the exclu- | 


tional strife was invoked and brought intoactivity; | 
ind while the bench, the bar, the hustings, and the || 
press, entered upon a crusade against the people | 


of the southern States, the pulpit, no less impious 
denunciations of Heaven itself. 3ut, sir, the 
South threw herself into the contest; she knew her 
hts, and determined to maintain them. She ap- 
ed to the enlightened judgment of the people, 


i the rest, invoked upon them the curses and | 


d there she met a vindie ‘ation as unequivocal } 


nee received the indorsement and support of the 
chest tribunal in the country. 


was triumphant—a vindication which has | 


dn addition to the repeal of the eighth section | 


e Missouriact, the Kansas-Nebraska bill con- 

ed a clause w hich, in my judgment, was as 
uivocat as it was totally and absolutely un- 
ssary; but which has been facetiously termed 

i stump speech injected into the bill,’ declaring 


that it was the true and bona fide intent and mean- | 


5 of the bill not to le gis: ite slavery into any 
ate or Territory, nor to exclude it ‘therefrom; 


~ 


but to leave the people thereof perfectly free to 


form and regulate their domestic institutions in 
cirown way, subject only to the Constitution 

e United States. I say, I deemed this per- 

ily unnecessary at the time, butit may perhaps 

| us in interpreting the whole measure. Under 
this great enabling act, (for it was nothing more 
than an enabling act authorizing the people of 
Kansas and Nebraska to form their State govern- 
iments,) the pe ople of Kansas did enter upon the 
formation of a State government, following the 
gitimate precedents of their country. They held 
clions, chose their members of the General 


Assembly, sent their Delegate to Congress, and | 


then, proceeding in the legitimate steps pointed 


out by the history of their country, their Legis- | 


ure passed an act for taking the sense of the | 


people for calling a convention to form a State 


us istitution at the general election to be held in 

ober, 1856. The sense of the people was taken 

the time 
lavor of calling a convention. 

In obedience to this indication of the will of the 
on the 27th of Fr ‘bruary, 1857, providing for the 
cuon of delegates on the third Monday of June, 

forma State convention ; and under this act, 
Which was singularly fair and just, providing, as 
it did, for the registration of every legal voter 

Within the Territory, for the purpose of excluding 
6 utside influence, members of the convention were 


f 


he 
. qualified voters were registered. In conform- 


‘ty to the provisions of this act, the delegates to 
‘ti @ State constitution were legally elected in 


tne, 1857. They assembled at Lecompton, and || 


Droceeded legitimately to perform the duty for 


White 


42 


designated, and their decision was in | 


eople, the Territorial Legislature passed an act | 


ed,and nine thousand two hundred and fifty- | 





t they had assembled—the formation of a | 
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State constitution—and terminated their labors 
and adjourned on the 7th of November, 1857. 

The honorable Senator from New York, who 
last addressed the Senate, [Mr. Kina,] has chosen 
to say that every one of those acts which I have 
recited is characterized by illegality. Ideny itin 
toto. Laffirm—andI have no doubt whatever that 
it will be sustained by the voice of the American 
people—that neither one of those acts is tainted 
with illegality. That there may have been illegal 
voting, | will not deny; but that the acts of the 
bona fide voters in these elec ‘tions are to be affected 
by the illegality of others, I deny. 

[he convention, justly regarding the question 
of slavery as the lion in the ‘path of the progress 
of Kansas, as the question which had created all 
the difficulty, turmoil, and civil war in Kansas, 
provided—though I by no means acknowledge 
that the convention was bound to do so—for the 
submission of the slave ry que stion to the popul ir 
vote; and, on the day so fixed, it was submitted 
to the people of Kansas; who, by their popular 
vote, did decide in favor of the constitution with 


| the slavery clause. 


| ceived a copy of aconstitution from ‘i 


| terms known to our language. 


| people of Kansas are in favor of a free State 


| power of a majority; 


I have thus far traced, st p by step, the action 
of the people of Kansas, the bona Jide, law-abid- 
ing people of Kansas in the formation of their 
State covernment, from the passage of theenabling 
act here in 1854, to the time when a President 
of the United States informs us that he has 
president 
of the convention; and that she stands hi re to re- 
ceive her robes of State sovereignty at our hands. 
In doing so, I have chosen to ignore and totally 
disregard all those violations of election laws which 
have been alleged; all acts of ** border ruffianism,’’ 
come from whatever quarter they may; because 
they can no more affect the bona Jide legal acts, 
legally done by the people of Kansas, than can 
the illegal acts of your mobs tend to affect the 
legal action of your proper authorities. 

[ have also chosen to ignore and totally disre- 
gard the illegal assemblage at Topeka—a mob, an 
assemblage of people without the authority or the 
pretense of law, and in direct violation of, and in 
opposition to, the laws of their country. If the 
steps which I have narrated as the steps of the 
bona fide people of Kansas were legal and proper; 
to say that the acts of those Tope ‘ka people are 
illegal, is to characterize them by the mildest 
I have chosen also 
the alleged violations of election laws. 
No great political change in the condition of any 
people, I presume, has or can ever take place 
without violations of law to some extent; but Ido 
not conceive that such considerations affect this 
application of Kansas. We have no power to 
punish violations of the bé ulot- box in Kansas di- 
rectly; and I trust that the Senate of the United 
States will never be called upon to resort to meas- 
ures to do it indirectly. 

Now, Mr. President, it is not denied that the 
Lecompton constitution is republican inform. It 
is not denied that the steps which I have traced 
have been legally taken. Why, then, should Kan- 

sas be re jected ? The evils ‘which must in my 
judgme nt inevitably flow from such rejection, may 
present themselves to my mind in an exagger- 
ated form. I may misconceive the times; I may 
misapprehend the temper of the people to whose 
sense of right such a rejection would be an out- 
rage; | may magnify the feeling of deep but silent 
scorn and indignation with which they now view 
this whole programme of opposition ; and I may 
miscalculate the resort which they may take to 
correct the wrong which it conte mpl: ates; but if I 
do not, if [am not mistaken, then the rej ection 
of the State of Kansas will be fraught with evils 


re- 


to isnore 
e 


|| which it will require all of human wisdom here 


to avert. 

I am aware that it is allered that the South is 
pursuing an abstraction; that the majority of the 
sand 
that, when admitted, the y Ww ill take the legitimate 
steps to let their power be felt. Sir, I admit the 
but gh does not affect us, 
for we cannot ienore the great fact*that the shib- 
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boleth, the eee ery, Which this party, warring 
against the South, have inscribed on their banner 
unde r whicl h the y are now rallying, is, ‘‘ no more 

slave States to be admitted into the Union;’’ and 
that this is here this day receiv ing a practical test; 
and if Kansas shall be re ye cte d, it will be be -cause 
of the slavery clause in here onstitution, Our op- 
ponents on this measure, invigorated by the tem- 
vorary alliance of the honorable Senator from 
llinois, [Mr. Dovetas,] have assailed, and are 
assailing, the unanswerable arguments, as I con- 
ceive, of the Executive, with equal ingenuity and 
power; but if they were to rise, and spe “ak with 
the lips of an angel, the South has too much at 
stake not to see the utter hollowness and want of 
truth of this opposition, not to feel that similar 
pretexts will ever be found when similar occa- 
sions may demand them. 

Sir, the yital principle of the Kansas bill, non- 
intervention, was carefully considered by some 
of the purest and best men from every section of 
the country, and by some of the prominent men 
of its k adin; r political parties. It was brought 
forward | y the honorable Senator from Illinois, 
to whom it hi id been intrusted as chairman of the 
Committee on Territories; and throughout the 
three years * history ,in which its enemies have so 
bitte rly assailed it, so nobly and firmly has he 

stood forth as. its champion, under all cireum- 
stances, at all times, and in all places, showing 
its right, wisdom, and justice, that he has been 
understood popularly tu be its sole and exclusive 
aut thor. So well had he borne himself in this in- 
tellectual fight, that he had carved out for himself 
a place in the hearts of his countrymen rarely 
accorded to aliving public mai. In this position 
he was nobly sustained bya united South, and by 
nearly every national Democrat in both Houses 
of Congress. He was sustained by the people in 
their conventions, in their Legislatures, and finally 
2 the supreme judicial tribunal of the country 
self. Thus did he stand then; but now, when 
ie battle has been fought, and when the legiti- 
mate fruits of victory—the admission of a sover- 
eign State into the Confederacy—are within our 
grasp, we sce the honorable Senator, not only 
withdrawing himself from his old companions in 
arms, but, witha bitterness hitherto unlooked for, 
opposing ‘them in gaining the legitimate fruits of 
their victory. In this extraordinary attitude, we 

e him surrounded by strange allies, the leaders 
of those with whom hitherto he has fought hand 
to hand in every phase of the fight; the leaders of 
those who have been the unrelenting enemies of 
the Kansas-Nebraska bill and himself; and who, 
failing in every agency of human evil, have in- 
voked upon both the curse of Heaven itself. These 
are the allies with whom he is now associated. I 
trust the honorable Senator from Hlinois will un- 
derstand that, in reciting these facts, showing his 
position in this , 1 do itin all kindness to him- 
self. My past rel tions to him it is unnece ssary 
to allude f. to show that fact. 

I concede that an attitude so extraordinary has 
only been assumed on the most conscientious con- 
victions of right, though we are all liable to error; 
and his pos ition, therefore, will not be readily 
surrendered. His efforts to sustain it are worthy 
of his fame; but depend upon it, sir, that like a 
strong man ‘strugglin gy ina morass, ‘every effort 
that he may make will but show the unstable 
ground on which he stands. Those who may op- 
pose this measure may succeed, or they may fail; 
Kansas may be admitted with her Le ‘compton 
titution, and every element of her legitimate 
prosperity may be developed, or she may be re- 

ected, and discord and civil war may, continue, 
raid as wisdom and prudence, or folly, may con- 
trol their counsels; but whether we admit her, or 
whether we do not, whatever may be our efforts 
here, if Iam right in my conclusions of the policy 
which governs the Opposition, there will be but 

one effort for the South. 

Mr. SEWARD. Will the honorable Senator 
allow me, as an act of kindness to himself, to say 
that his speech is a very interesting os and I 
am listening to him with great pleasure; but I am 
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sure he speaks so low that he is not doing justice 
tohimeelf. If he will raise his voice a little louder, 
he will be heard more distinctly across the Cham- 
ber. 

Mr. MALLORY. Thank you, sir. I cannot 
expect to overcome any noise that may be made 
in the Chamber, but | will endeavor to make my- 
self heard. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Srvarr.) 
The Chair will endeavor to preserve as good or- 
der as can be maintained in the Chamber; and he 
submits to Senators that it is important, on ac- 
count of the evident condition of the health of the 
Senator from Florida, 

Mr. MALLORY. I was going on to observe 
that whatever may be the effect of our efforts here 
from this vexed question of Kansas, the South, 
looking boldly out on the dangers which are be- 
fore her, surveying with calm resolve her dark- 
ening political skies, will, in my judgment, take 
a new departure. She will be warned, nerved, 
invigorated, saddened perhaps, but unintimidated 
by the past. That must inevitably be the posi- 
tion of the South. She cannot ignore the fact 
that her enemies are gathering in strength around 
her; every day shows it; and whether the war- 
ery against her life be uttered by some wretched 
village fanatic, whose insane ravings and mad 
ambition rise no higher than to induce the slave 
to cut the master’s throat, or whether it be uttered 
by some higher intellect here, in large and phi- 
losophic phrase, who, with the Union upon his 
lips, but with treason to its best interests nestling 
in his heart, tells us of the coming dawn which 
is to welcome the last footprint of African sla- 
very upon this continent—whether the war-cry 
be uttered by the one or the other, it is opposition 
to her that forms their common bond of union. 
Nor, sir, let herany longer underrate the strength 
of her enemies. Il have before me some notes, 
which are very brief, but they are instructive. I 
refer to a well-known book, recently published, 
in Which political facts are collected. In speak- 
ing of the anti-slavery party, the author says: 

** It first made its appearance in national politics in the 
presidential contest of 1840, when its ticket, with James 
G. Birney, of Michigan, as its candidate for the Presidency, 
and Francis J. Lemoyne, of Pennsylvania, as its vice pres- 
idential candidate, polled 7,000 votes. In 1844, with Mr. 
Birney again as its candidate, it polled 62,140 votes. In 
1848, with Martin Van Buren as the presidential candidate 
of the Buffalo Convention, and Gerrit Smith as that of the 
more ultra anti-slavery men, it polled 296,232 votes. In 
1852, with John P. Hale as its nominee for the Presidency, 
it polled 157,296 votes. In 1856, with John C. Frémont as 
its presidential candidate, it polled 1,341,812 votes.’’— Clus- 
key’s Political Text Book, page 1. 


Ss - 


With these facts before us, and they are suc- 
cinetly summed up, I do not yon to ignore the 
coming fate of the South. Ido not pretend any 
disguise on the subject. Who doubts that he is 
yetto see one of this sectional party in your chair, 
sir; this Government administered by its behests, 
and the South in a doomed minority, stull appeal- 
ing to the Constitution? No man here can doubt 
it, and it is useless to preach otherwise. One by 
one the gallant and patriotic band of northern 
men, who, valuing the Union beyond the behests 
and commands of party, struggled here, strug- 
gled everywhere to maintain the common rights 
of their whole country, have been crushed out; 
and here, in this forum of equal States, we are yet 
to see the Constitution interpreted by that dreaded 
antagonism which is founded upon geographical 
distinctions alone. 

The constitutional rights of the South, Mr. 
President, never have depended, and I trust they 
never will depend, on an equality of slave and 
free States in this Confederacy. If they depend 
on such an equality, their rights are gone now, 
for that day has passed. This political equality 
cannot be maintained. It can neither be main- 
tained by expansion, by acquisition, nor by di- 
vision of territory; for these are resources equally 
open to both parties. Had the South, in days 
gone bys been united on the expediency of add- 
ing Cuba,’and, when the apple was ripe, plucked 
it, and made ita southern State—nay, sir, were 
she to adopt a wise policy now, and resolve to 
take it and talk about it afterwards—friendly and 
contiguous Canada, fast gravitating towards the 
North, would come in to establish northern po- 
litical supremacy. Therefore, in my judgment, 
we must look inevitably to a preponderance of 
free States in this Confederacy. If I believed 
that the rights of the South were to depend on an 
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equality, I would use every human effort of | 


which [am capable to induce the South to go out 
of the Union to-morrow. Itis folly for a man, 
when he sees his doom ahead of him, to wait 
hour after hour until the stern reality is upon him. 


Much has been said by the Senator from New | 


York, in his remarkable address, about the white 
man’s occupying this continent on the doctrine of 
expansion; but [ did expect to hear a gentleman, 
who isevidently astatesman,who always takes en- 
larged views—I did expect him, in this rhetorical, 
epigrammatic production of his, to define under 
what circumstances the white man was to occupy 
this continent. My friend from Virginia, I find 
on reading his speech, has referred to this part 
of the address of the Senator fom New York, and 
leaves me but little to say; but on this doctrine of 
expansion, let me remark that the hour has come 
when judicious minds begin to doubt the propri- 
ety, the wisdom of the expansion on this conti- 
nent of our Government, and judicious minds be- 
gin to doubt the applicability of our system of 
government to a widely-expanded territory. Sir, 
the surface of our territory now is more than 
double thatofGreat Britain, France, Spain, Portu- 


gal, Italy, Switzerland, Germany, Austria, Tur- | 


key in Europe, Poland, Prussia, Belgium, Hol- 
land, Denmark, Norway, and Sweden, whose 
united populations exceed two hundred and fifty 
million. With a soil teeming with everything 
adapted for the usefulness of man, with a sparse 
population compelled to cultivate neighborly af- 
fections, with wealth almost at the command of 
every industrious man, with every inhabitant al- 
most having stakes deeply driven into the soil, 
identified with the country, and making the laws 
which he himself is to administer, our Govern- 
ment has reflected more blessings on the human 
race than any other which the mind of man has 
ever conceived. 


3ut let our country once be as populous as 


France, Belgium, or Prussia, and let trouble arise 
ina part of it distant from the seat of Government, 
and then see where the doctrine of expansion will 
lead you. Judicious minds, as I say already, point 
to San Francisco, ruled by a vigilance committee; 


to Utah, ruled by a priestly despotism; to Kansas, | 


whose laws are enforced only at the point of the 
bayonet; to the large mobs in your cities, over- 
awing the peaceable inhabitants, and going abroad 
oe? and to the powerful cries of ** bread 
or blood,”’ raised in open daylight by agrarians; 
and when this doctrine of expansion shall be car- 
ried out, and the elective franchise shall be given 
into the hands of men of this character, it will be 
a most fearful engine of wrong, as it has been 
heretofore a fruitful engine of right. 


But, Mr. President, I will not digress on this sub- | 
ject longer; I desire to keep to the point before us, | 
which is the question of the admission of Kansas. |, 
I will not go into all the objections, the technical | 


objections which have been urged by gentlemen 
on the opposite side of the Chamber, because I 
think it will be fair to meet the objections of our 
friends on this side, and I will treat them as made 
in all fairness. I understand that the objections 


of the honorable Senator from Illinois, made in | 
his opening speech immediately after the present- | 
ation of the President’s annual message, have | 


been surrendered one by one, or tacitly so, and 
that they are all now to be summed up in this: that 
the constitution framed at Lecompton was not 
submitted to the vote of the people, and thatit does 
not reflect the will of the people of Kansas. 
Who are the people of Kansas? The honor- 
able Senator from New York, if I did not mistake 
him, the other day said the people meant the ma- 
jority. I deny any such doctrine in this coun- 
try. I deny that ** the people” necessarily mean 
a majority, politically, or in any other sense. 
The only people of Kansas known to us are the 
law-abiding inhabitants thereof, who, under the 
shadow and by the power of law alone, have 
made their wishes and their wants known to us. 
They are the people of Kansas, whether they be 
the majority or the minority. States have con- 
ferred, and may at any time confer, their whole 
political power upon a minority, They may make 
disqualifications dependent upon the tenure of 


‘freehold estate, upon the pepe of tax, upon 


militia duty, or upon the color of the skin; but 
whoever the State chooses to confer her political 
authority upon, and whoever she confers the right 
to exercise political power upon, are the people. 
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| Politically speaking, they are the people. |; jg 
said the majority are to rule. Sir, as the people 

/are represented in the House of Representatiy,, 
do a majority always rule there? Is nota quo. 
rum of the House sufficient to transact its bys. 
ness? And is nota majority of that quorum, wh) 

| represent only a small number, comparatively, of 

the people of this country,enough? Do they y., 

transact business? Do not some seventeen mem. 
| bers of this body,a minority of it, transact its bug). 

ness? It is the political people we speak of; ay 
when I speak of the people of Kansas, I rojo, 
alone to those people who come withipthe defy. 
tion of law, and who, clothed with the mantle ay 
authority of law, come here to make their may. 
ifestations known. 
I do not pretend to investigate whether the cop. 
| vention which formed the Lecompton constity. 
tion was in fact elected by a minority or a mo. 
jority of all the persons in Kansas whio had 
right to vote. Thatconvention may, in fact, have 
been created by a less number than a majority— 
by a minority of the actual voters of Kansas; by: 
if we suffer ourselves to go behind the proper ox. 
hibition of political power by the ballot-box, we 
may perhaps come upon the fact that those who 
refused to vote did so from no pure motive; they 
did so for the sole purpose of defeating the rights 
of those who did choose to exercise them; and | 
ask, where the elective franchise has been permii- 
ted at all, has it ever been heard that those who 
refrained from voting can thereby defeat the just 
rights of those who choose to exercise them? 
There is scarcely a town, scarcely acity, scarcely 
a State, in which elections occur, year after year, 
where you cannot point to candidates elected by 
aminority of the whole number of bona fide voters, 
In reply to the objection that the constitution 
should have been submitted to the popular vote, 
I must say that it is becoming on those who claim 
this to show that any necessity existed for such 
a submission. The people of Kansas did not pro- 
vide for it through their Legislature; they did not 
| provide for it through their convention; and so far 
as Congress could, they expressly left it to the 
people of Kansas to decide for themselves; for 
they said they should be left ** perfectly free to 
form and regulate their domestic institutions in 
_ their own way, subject only to the Constitution.” 
That was the only limitation. There was noth- 
ing there, | apprehend, commanding them to sub- 
mit their constitution to a vote of the people of 
Kansas. If, therefore, we are to keep our pledge 
to the people of Kansas, we cannot interfere with 
their rights; and it is to me exceedingly strange 
that those who set up this doctrine that the non- 
submission of the constitution is fatal to it, can- 
not put their hand on the authority for their doc- 
trine. The precedents teach us that the people 
of Kansas have followed in the safe path of cus- 
tom in refusing to submit their constitution. My 
friend from New Jersey [Mr. Tomson] has 
shown this in a close analysis of all the constitu- 
tions of the States of this Union; and there are 
but two constitutions that I know of, formed by 
the States of this Union, which were submitted 
by convention. His statement is as follows: 

‘The constitutions, now in force, of the following named 
States, were not submitted for ratification to the people, ut 
adopted in convention : 

** Vermont adopted her constitution July 4, 1793, in con 
vention at Windsor. (Compiled Statutes of Vermont, poze 
15.) 

“ Connecticut, by convention, in 1818. (See Compilatio' 
of Statutes of Connecticut, 1854, pages 29and 45.) 

* Delaware, by convention, in 1831. (See Acts ol 183), 
page 49; and Revised Code, page 43.) ‘ a 

** Pennsylvania, by convention, in 1838, with a provisina 
for future amendments to be ratified by the people. (°" 
Purdon’s Digest, page 17, section 10.) ia 

* North Carolina adopted her present constitution in 1+ 
by convention ; amendments in 1835. 

** South Carolina, in 1790, by convention. ‘ 

‘ Georgia, by convention, on the 23d of May, 1798. 

* Alabama, in 1819, by convention under enabling acl. 
(See Code of Alabama, page 26, section 5, page 28.) : 

“« Mississippi, by convention, in 1817; and revised in 
manner in 1832. 

* Tennessee, by convention, in 1836. 

* Kentucky, by convention, in 1799. , 

* Arkansas, by convention, without enabling act. 
| Revised Statutes of Arkansas, pages 17-18.) ted 
Missouri, by convention, in 1820; and not subi! 
to the people. 4 10 
“ Tlinois, by convention, in 1818; also appears M 


have been submitted to the people. 
** The following were compelled by statute to submit 
constitutions framed by the conventions to the peopic: 
** New York, constitution adopted in 1846. ee 
act of oe, nating for the convention, required its ma 


: cation by the people. 
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.. New Jersey, act of 1844, approved February 23. Section 
It was subinitted 





{ ratified in 1844. 2 z) - 
- Marviand, formed in 1851, and ratified by the people, 
.eordance With previous act of Legislature. (See Act 

1849, chapter 346, section 8.) 

.. Virginia, formed in 1851. Act March 13, 1851, required 

. ratification by the people. 

« [pdiana, formed in 1351, ratified by the people, as re- 

vred by tue law authorizing the convention. (See Actof 

:5), approved January 18, sections 14 and 15.) The sec- 

yy relative to the exclusion and colonization of negroes 
yas submitted as a distinet proposition. (See Revised Stat- 

<. volume 1, page 72.) 
~« Wiseonsin, 1848. Section nine of schedule required its 
sification by the people. (Revised Statutes, 1849.) In 
Jor. 1847, the constitution was defeated by over seven 
sjousand majority. (Niles’s Register, volume 72, page 114.) 
\ new constitution was then formed, and the State admit- 
vod under it May 29, 1848. 

« Jowa, formed in 1846. Previous laws of June 10, 1845, 

ver the veto of the Governor,) and of January 17, 1846, 

juired ratification by the people. 

“Ohio, the first constitution, formed under an enabling 

tof Congress, adopted 29th October, 1802, was not sub- 
vsitted to the people; that of the 16th March, 1857, was sub- 

ted to the people and approved by them. 

Louisiana, formed 1852. Tle constitution was, by pre- 
yious enactment, required to be submitted, and was ratified 
l the people. 

“Michigan, formed 1850. Actof March 9, 1850, required 
+to be submitted to the people. (See Laws of 1850, No. 
-8, section 6, on page 66.) 

“ Maine, formed in 1819, by convention, (page 432 Hick- 
ey’s Constitution ;) amendments submitted to the people 
1834, 1887, 1839. 

« New Hampshire, formed 1792. (See Compiled Statutes, 
swe 15.) Approved by the two-third vote of the people, 
wid established by convention September 5, 1792. | 

“Rhode Island, formed 1842. Ratified by vote of the peo- 
ple, in pursuance of act of the Legislature. 

“ Massachusetts, formed 1780. Convention adjourned till 
constitution was ratified by two-third vote. 

«Texas, formed 1845. Submitted to and ratified by the 
peanie. 

“The constitutions of the following States were submit- 

| by conventions to the people, without their being re- 

quired by law to do so: 





"+ Plorida, formed in 1838. Territorial act of 1838 (see Act 
f 1888, page 5) did not require the ratification of the con- 
stitution by the people. ‘There was no authority of Con- 
The convention (see Digest of Laws of Florida, page 
¥) required ratification by the people. 

“California, formed in 1849. Convention required the 
ratification of the constitution by the people. There was 
10 authority of Congress or legislative act to frame a consti- 
lution. (See Statutes of California, page 24, sections 5, 6, 

1d 7.) : 

But, sir, if thisargumentreally had any strength 
init,itcomes, perhaps,with less force from the hon- 
orable Senator from Illinois, than it would from 
any ofthe gentlemen on the other side of the Cham- 
ber. Anything which the distinguished Senator 
may say on this subject has peculiar pertinence 
aid significance, because, from first to last, he has 
een identified with the measure. It will be re- 
ucmbered that, to expedite the admission of Kan- 
sis info the Union as a State, the Senator from 
lilinois reported a bill from the Committee on 
Territories on the 17th of March, 1856, entitled, 
* A bill to authorize the people of the Territory 
f Kansas to form a constitution and State gov- 
ernment, preparatory to their admission into the 
Luion, when they have the requisite population.” 
After providing for a convention, this bill con- 
(inues, and contains the following clause. It is 
the third section of the bill reported by the Sen- 
ator from Illinois: 

“Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That the following 
pronositions be, and the same are hereby, offered to the said 
convention of the people of Kansas, when formed, for their 
une © acceptance or rejection, which, if accepted by the con- 
vention aud ratified by the people, at the election for the 
option of the constitution, shall be obligatory on the United 
“tates, and upon the said State of Kansas, to wit.’? 

This bill was not immediately acted upon; and 
on the 25th of June a substitute was introduced 
»y the honorable Senator from Georgia, [Mr. 
Toomps,} of which he gave due notice. In the 
‘wellth section of this amendment—for the sub- 
“tate Was introduced as anamendment—the pre- 
- words of the third section of the bill of the 

nator from Illinois were retained, giving the 
“wer to the convention to adopt, and to the peo- 
\'e of Kansas to ratify, the constitution. Here, 
“'"), Were two bills before the Senate; one re- 
verted by the Senator from Illinois, containing a 
se Fequiring ratification by the people; and the 
other introduced by the Senator from Georgia, | 

‘corporating this i i 
ia Son 6 this identical clause. Subsequently 
lea ator from New York (Mr. Sewarp] intro- 
| ced a substitute, ignoring equally the people and 
or “onvention, providing for the immediate ad- 
no of Kansas as a State into the Union, on 
the as : a ; 
lature Peace of certain conditions by her Legis- 


These substitutes, together with the original | 


"Tess. 


bill reported by the chairman of the Committee 
on Territories. the Senator from Illinois, were re- 
ferred back; and seven days after this, on the 30th 
of June, the Senator from Ilinois brought for- 
ward from the committeea new bill, which, though 
it embraced many of the provisions of the bill in- 
troduced as a substitute by the Senator from Geor- 
gia, omitted this very important provision, which 
his own bill and the substitute itself of the Sena- 
tor from Georgia had contained. It left out to- 
tally the provision requiring the ratification of the 
constitution by the people of Kansas. In fact it 
recognized in that manner, unequivocally, the right 
of the convention over the whole subject. 1 think 
that is a legitimate conclusion. The rightof the 


| people to ratify the constitution was therefore 


abandoned; and it was abandoned when the Sen- 
ator from Illinois himself reported the bill. I say, 


| with great respect, that when the opposition comes 


from him, on the ground that it is a fatal objec- 
tion to the constitution that it was not submitted 
to the popular vote, it comes with less force from 
him than it would from any gentleman on the 
other side of the Chamber. His bill contained, 
instead of the clause before quoted, these words: 


** Sec. 19. And be it further enacted, That the following 
propositions be, and the same are hereby, offered to the said 
convention of the people of Kansas, for their free accept- 
ance or rejection, which, if accepted by the convention, 
shall be obligatory on the United States and upon the said 


| State of Kansas, to wit.’’ 


This bill passed the Senate, but it will be re- 
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membered that it failed in the House of Repre- 


sentatives. In this body, with the clause requir- 


ing popular ratification abandoned, after it had | 


been twice reported to the Senate, it received the 
vote of every Democratic Senator, including the 
Senator from Illinois. He recognized the prin- 
ciple, in the first place, by reporting the bill; he 
recognized the principle by having it referred to 
his committee; he recognized the principle by re- 
porting this back; and he recognized the prinei- 
ple of leaving the matter entirely with the con- 
vention by voting for the passage of the bill him- 


| self. 


It was my purpose, Mr. President, to have pur- 
sued somewnat the line of argument which has 
been indicated and pointed out by the opponents 
of this measure, connecting itself with the subject 


of slavery in Kansas; but feeling as I do on that | 
subject, feeling as I did last night when I heard | 


gentlemen going back two hundred years to show 
the tenure of slave peccenty es if the opinions of 
all the benchers of England could affect the right 


to a single slave in any of our States, or induce a | 
master to surrender it, I see the labyrinth of dis- 


cussion into which gentlemen are led when they 
touch that subject—I do not come here to discuss 
the abstract question of slavery. I am willing to 


meet gentlemen on the other side upon the prac- 


tical workings of the institution in this country. 
I am willing to take it up as a practical issue, and 
to show to those who here maintain the contro- 


versy, that even in their own States, in theirown | 


towns, and in their own homesteads, the practice 
belies the theory; that the negro there, with all the 
privileges which their enlarged philanthropy has 
thrown around him, is in a more wretched condi- 
tion than that from which they seek to relieve him 
in our States. 

We might go further, and show that wherever 
he is found on the face of this earth, he is never 
found in a condition so beneficial to himself, so 


useful to others, so progressive to whatever the | 
Deity has destined him to, as he is in the south- | 


ern States of this Union; but I will not go into 
that discussion now. I will merely observe that 
as long ago as we know anything of the southern 
coast of Africa, when the creeping commerce 


along the shores of the Mediterranean unfolded | 


the habits and customs of the tribes of Africa, 
they were asavage set of cut-throats, knowing no 
law but might, intractable, showing no mercy to 
age, sex, or condition; and the very usages and 
customs which existed then exist up to the very 
latest hour of our researches in Africa; the Afri- 
can is not changed one iota; and in fifty years of 
attempt by British philanthopy to Chrisuanize a 
single African on the coast of Africa, they have 
not yet got one to point to—not one African Chris- 
tian. The only one that British philanthropy could 
point to, 9a é, 


ape Coast Castle, died a short time | 


ago, over fifty years of age, and then, in his dying | 


hour, relapsed back again into infidelity. The 
southern States of his Confederacy, training them 


bba8 


in the light of Christianity, can point to hundreds 
of thousands of devoted Christians among them. 
I might, on this practical issue, take these gentle- 
men who oppose us at their own homesteads, and 
they cannot point me to a single one of their cities 
where you do not find its negro quarter; where 
you do not find its place for colored people; where 
you do not find evident marks of their being treat- 
ed as an inferior race; and no gentlemen are more 
ready to recognize and practice on this condition 
of things than those who preach a contrary doc- 
trine here; but 1 am not disposed to pursue that 
issue now. 

Mr. President, we have been told by the hon- 
orable Senator from New York (Mr. Sewarp] 
that the South has governed the Confederacy, but 
that the reins of power are falling from her grasp, 
and that to other hands are our destinies to be 
committed. I concedeit. The genius, the know!- 
edge of government, the constitutional, conserva- 
tive spirit of southern men, have as unequivocally 
stamped the policy of this Governmentin the Cab- 
inet and in the Senate, as their valor has led their 
banners in the field. Seven of your Presidents 
have been themselves slaveholders; and when- 
ever the country has demanded the intellect, the 
genius, or the courage of her sons, they have found 
no more brilliant illustrations than amongst slave- 
holders. Under the guidance of their policy, with 


| their hand upon the helm of the ship of State, her 


onward progress in all that ennobles, and all that 
elevates our race, has been the marvel of mankind. 
[ do not deny that domestic discords, family jars, 
have from time to time intruded themselves upon 
the pathway of the progress of our country. But 
while they are as inseparable from it as is the dust 
from the wheel of the locomotive, they have im- 
peded it as little. Under the guidance of those 
same southern men, national policies, national 
purposes, and national men, lending their cheering 
influence, like the gentle dews of heaven, shed- 
ding them over every hill and valley of their coun- 


| try equally, have combined to awaken and cherish 


in our hearts obedience to the Constidution, and 
through it a love forthe Union. Under their pol- 
icy sectional discords have from time to time 
brought here sectional extremes and their com- 


' mon grievances, laid them on this common altar, 


and renewed a common vow to sustain it. If the 
South has governed, such has been the spirit and 
such are the results of her government. 

Sir, we are told by the Senator from New York, 
in a tone half complaisant and half exultant, that 
she is torule no more. Well, sir, be it so. [ 
foresee the time when she shall stand in a mi- 
nority here. We ought not to ignore it. The 
sooner we come up to a knowledge of it the bet- 
ter; but, in parting with the good old ship of 
State, we can at least look back with pride upon 
the track which she has traced under our guid- 
ance, with the Constitution as heronly chart, upon 
the pathway of nations, illustrated as that is by 
the imperishable monuments of man’s hopeful 
progress; and we may point to the discords, to the 
storms of faction, to the open assaults of foreign 
and domestic enemies, to the treacherous deceits 
of pretended friends, which she has nobly weatl- 
ered. In withdrawing from her now, with all her 
banners aloft, with her fame established and her 
name unsullied, with placid seas beneath aril 
smiling skies above her, freighted with the hearts, 
the hopes, and the liberties of mankind—if we sur- 
render her, we surrender the noblest trust that 
ever passed from the hands of man; and, in the 
language of my friend from South Carolina, (Mr. 
Hammonp,] if we do surrender her, great will be 


= responsibility, and great will be our honor. 


only wish to remind you, that when we demand 
her back, as demand her we shall, let us see that 
no stripe of the glorious banner is erased, that no 
star of it is dimmed. 

In speaking of this departure of power from the 
South, I neither deplore it nor do | fear its conse- 
quences to the South. It will but wake her up. It 
will but make her more watchful of her rights,and 
more resolved and determined to maintain them. 
If the South has shown from time to time a high 
degree of excitement, a high degree of sensitive- 
ness on the agitation of the slavery question in 
Congress, when that agitation was dwarfed by the 
consideration that the balance of power here ren- 
dered it almost anabstraction, what will she feel 
and what will be her degree of watchfulness when 
she finds her voice smothered in this foram, when 
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she recalls the threat of her enemies, when she 
understands th Senator from New 
Yérk, who speaks of the conquestof the southern 
States. and w! he every department of 
this Governmentin their hands to enable them to 
owecdte it? 

Mr. President, itis a painful subject, but, in my 
continuance of this Union ; 
to bein the hands of this very sectional party. It 

to depend upon the conservation and constitu- 
tional action of that party; 
rression never yet paused In 1t8 career, it becomes 
the South now, while time for counsel and reflec- 
tion still exists, to know what place she is to 
occupy in this Confederacy. Conservative and 
hopeful as I am, hoping, and I may say believ- 
mg, as I do, that our political skies are brichten- 
ing, believing that we shall illustrate politically 
the axiom that the darkest hour is just before the 
dawn, I yet trust, nay, sir, I know, that the peo- 
ie of the southern States will never submit to that 
ast degradation of a free people—a voluntary ac- 
quiescence under a violated constitution. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. If there be no disposi- 
tion to pursue the debate further by other gentle- 
men, I wish to make some remarks to the Senate 
on the subject. Lam not prepared to go on at this 
moment. If no gentleman desires to speak further 
on this subject now, the motion I propose to make 
is to adjourn. 

Mr. PUGH. If the Senator from Kentucky 
will permit me, I wish to say a few words on the 
amendment I have offered, and then he can move 
to adjourn. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. Very well. 

Mr. PUGH. Mr. President, it-was not my 
purpose originally to speak to the question at 
large. The vote I should otherwise have given, 
in accordance witht my own opinions, has been 
taken from under my control by the instruction 
of the General Assembly of Ohio, in which the 
political party to which [ belong has a decided 
majority. I will say, however, individually, that 
I regard the act passed by the Territorial Legis- 
lature of Kansas, on the 19th February, 1857, a 
true and substantial copy, in every material pro- 
vision, of the bill which passed the Senate of the 
United States on the 2d of July, 1856. That bill, 
at the time, after the most thorough discussion, 
and the most careful and anxious consideration, 
received my vote and unqualified approval. Af- 
terwards, before the people of my State, in their 
primary assemblies, it was my duty and my pleas- 
ure toexplain, as fully as I was able, the purposes, 
the principles, and the details of that bill; and, at 
all events, the party to which I belong, and with 
which I have always been associated, gave the bill 
a like approval. 

Nor, sir, do I regard it material whether that 
nll was passed by the Congress of the United 
States, or by the Territorial Legislature. I know 
some distinction has been attempted in that re- 
gard; butafterathorouch examination of the his- 
tory of all the cases of the admission of States 
into the Union, my own judgment is, that the 
most regular manner, and, originally, the only 
regular manner, for the application ofa new State, 
1s through a convention called by the Territorial 
Legislature. The first three of the States admit- 
ted, after the formation of the Constitution, had 
no enabling act. Vermont and Kentucky were 
not authorized by Congress to take any steps to- 
ward the formation of State governments. They 
proceeded under the authority of the States from 
which they were separated. ‘Tennessee, the third 
State, proceeded under the sole authority of her 
territorial government. . 

The first enabling act ever passed was in the 
case of my own State, and the reasons for it were 
peculiar and imperative. Under the ordinance of 
July 13, 1787, the people did not elect the Council 
ov Senate of the Territory. The Councilors were 
nominated by the House of Representatives, and 
chosen by Congress. No man could bea repre- 
sentative, even in the most numerous branch of 
the Territorial Legislature, unlesshe owned a fee- 
simple estate in two hundred acres of land, nor 
could any man be a voter fora representative un- 
less he owned a freehold estate in fifty acres. As 
a consequence, the Federal party, although a mi- 
nority of the people, controlled the Territorial 
Legislature, Without going at large into the cir- 
cumstances which, in some other form, I shall lay 
before my constituents, it is enough to say that 


threat of th 


iudement, th 18 SOON 


and as succe esful iv- 


THE 


| this Mederal control of the Legislature, with the 


assistance of an absolute veto in the hands of the 
Governor, was so exercised as to prevent the ad- 
mission of Ohio into the Union at the proper time, 
ind exercised for merely partisan purposes. It 
was to redress this usurpation on the part of the 
‘Territorial Legislature that Coneress, for the first 
time in our history, passed an enabling act. It 
was not based on the ground that the Territorial 
Legislature lacked the power. It was based on 
the ground that the Legislature had the power 
and refused to exercise It. 

The next case was that of the State of Louis- 
iana. Inthe petition of the Territorial Legislature 
of Orleans, which will be found in the American 
State Papers, it appears that the people of that 
Territory, through their Legislature, had at one 
time endeavored to form aState government, and 
Congress had refused to recognize their proceed - 
ings; and, therefore, at a subsequent period, the 
Legislature petitioned Congress for an enabling 
act, aud that enabling act was passed in response 
to the petition. These two cases, although special 
in their circumstances, were followed without an 
question in the instances of Indiana, Mississippi, 
Alabama, Illinois, and Missouri, over all of which 
States the ordinance of 1787, with or without the 
restriction of slavery, extended. 

The difficulty in the case of Missouri was this: 
she had complied with every condition in the act 
of Congress; she was entitled to have her Senators 
and Representative sworn upon the presentation 
of their credentials. When fhe first enabling act 
for the State of Ohio was before Congress, when 
the Federal party denounced it as usurpation by 
Congress, the Democratic Republican party de- 
fended it on the ground that it was a conditional 
act of admission; that whenever the Territorial 
Legislature had taken steps for the assembling of 


a convention, and the constitution of the new State | 


had been formed, then Congress had merely to 
admit the State; but whenever no convention had 
been called, and no constitution had been formed, 
that then Congress might pass the act of admis- 
sion beforehand, defining the boundaries and pre- 


scribing the conditions; so that I take an enabling | 


act to be, as I said some time since on this floor, 
a conditional act of admission. Missouri had 
complied with the condition; she was, therefore, 
entitled to have her Senators and Representative 
sworn, for it is literally true, as has been stated 
several times on this floor, that the State of Ohio, 
in which case the first enabling act was passed, 
never had any other admission into the Union. 
Her constitution was presented here; it was re- 
ferred to a committee with special instructions to 
inquire what more was necessary to enable the 
State toenterthe Union. The committee reported 
that nothing more was necessary, that as soon 
as the laws of the United States had been ex- 
tended over the State, and a district court estab- 
lished with a judge, marshal, and attorney, the 
State was as completely one of the United States 
of America as any of the original thirteen. I say 
the outrage in the case of Missouri, was, that her 
Senators and Representative were not sworn. 
The Republican members contended at the time 
that Missouri was a State of the Union, unjustly 
deprived of her representation in Congress, as 
will appear from an examination of the reported 
debates. Finally, however, it resulted in the fa- 
mous compromise of May 2, 1821, by which, 
under a joint resolution, the Senators and Repre- 
sentative were admitted. 

After the case of Missouri, more than quarter 
of a century elapsed without another enabling act 
by Congress; and during that time Maine, Mich- 
igan, Arkansas, Iowa, Florida, and Texas, en- 
tered the Union. The next enabling act was in 
the case of Wisconsin, August 6, 1846. That 
would have been sufficient, when complied with, 
to entitle her Senators and Representatives to be 
sworn; but the convention of Wisconsin altered 
the boundaries of the State, and therefore it was 
necessary to apply to Congress for a consent to 
this alteration. This appears by the joint reso- 
lution for her admission, March 3, 1847. The 
next case was that of California, which was ad- 
mitted in September, 1850-——a State received not 
only without an enabling act, but without any 
previous territorial organization. 


Of the eighteen new States, eight had enabling | 


acts, and ten had not. The majority of instances 
is against an enabling act; the history of the 


| 


| the formation of a State constitution ? 
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March 16, 
question is against it. Where do Senators fy) 
a power in the Congress of the United States 
to prescribe the assembling of a convention anq 


4 ; . Y os It is hot 
given in the Constitution of the United States 


$s 


Our power is to admit new States; and we cay 


'as well admit them with a constitution already 


formed as upon a constitution formed at our ex. 
press instance. The justification for an enabling 
act, when first proposed during the administra. 
tion of Mr. Jefferson, was, that Congress admit. 


| ted the State upon a condition to be complied 
| with afterwards. I therefore repeat that the cop. 


vention act of February 19, 1857, passed by the 
Legislature of Kansas, is as regular, as author. 
itative, as perfect in every respect, as if the other 
House of Congress had agreed to the Toombs 
bill, which we passed in July, 1856. The con. 
vention originated, then, under an act to which [, 
in common with all my political friends in this 
body, gave unqualified approbation. 

Now, sir, it seems to me individually, speaking 
for no one else, meaning no imputation on any 


| one else, that two questions remain to those who 
| voted for the pacification bill, as we called it in 


1556, namely: First, has the act of the Territorial 
Legislature of February 19, 1857, been substan. 
tially pursued? Second, has anything since trans. 
pired in the history of Kansas which ought to 


| require some additional provision, some special 


provision, before her full admission into the 
Union? 

Under the first of these questions arose the dif- 
ficulty to which I adverted on almost the first day 
of the session, to wit, an allegation that nineteen 
counties of the Territory were not represented jy 


| the convention which formed this constitution. | 
| am free to say, that if such an omission had been 
| even the result of accident, | should have consid- 


ered it a fatal objection; I should have considered 
that the convention did not comply with the 


| charter of its organization; but, with all the in- 


formation which I can derive, I am brought to 
this conelusion: that, with the exception, I think, 
of four of those counties, they were merely nom- 
inal districts of country laid off, with names given, 


| but with practically no population. As to the four 


counties which had population, it was by the fault 


| of the inhabitants, not by the fault of the officers 


that the census was not taken, resuiting from the 
fact that those inhabitants had given their adhe- 
sion to what was known as the Topeka constitu- 
tion and form of government—a constitution and 
form of government which Congress had rejected, 
but in which they persevered. 

A remarkable fact occurs with reference to one 
of those counties—the county of Anderson. It 


' was alleged that the people of the county pro- 
_ ceeded to take a census therein, and to electadel- 


| egate, at their own instance, 


This delegate al- 


| tended the constitutional convention. To be sure, 
| he was asupernumerary, the full number of sixty 


| mitted as a delegate. 


having been apportioned, by Mr. Stanton, to the 
other counties. However, he petitioned to be ad- 
His petition was referred 
to a committee. ‘The committee reported in fay 

of hisad mission, and the moment this report was 
made, the petition was withdrawn. I know i 
will be said that the delegate could not legally sit 
there. Suppose that to be true, the people of 


| Anderson county could not complain of his ad- 


mission; none could complain but the people 0! 
the other counties; but the people of the other 
counties did not complain. The people of the 
other counties, through their delegates, offered 
admit him; he himself withdrew. My inference, 
from this fact, is, that the delegate never wished 
to be admitted; that, supposing his applicatio! 
would be rejected, he preferred it; but as soon as 
he discovered it would not be rejected, he wit 
drew it. Here is a key to the whole case. There 
was no good faith in this transaction. | 
Would it have injured the constitutional con 
vention, or the constitution of Kansas, if the dé ° 
egate from Anderson had been admitted? Why; 
let us turn to the Minnesotacase. Congress pass 
anact authorizing a convention to be called in Min- 
nesota, to consist of twice as many delegates as 
there were Representatives in the 'T' rritorial Le- 
gislature, Our Committee on Territories, throus® 
the honorable Senator from Illinois, inform ™ 
that the people of Minnesota construed that to 


| mean twice as many delegates as there were gar 
' cillors and Representatives in the Legislature, 9" 
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-ordingly they elected that number. The act 
or Congress required this convention to assemble 


a given day in one chamber, and there, by uni- | 


| councils, with opportunity for personal con- 
oyee and mutual debate, as the deliberation and 
iement of all the delegates together, to form a 
stitution and State government. The fact is, 
re never Was any such convention. 
re two conventions on that day, neither of them 
consisting of all the delegates, both of them to- 
other consisting of more delegates than even the 
-xtraordinary construction placed on the act of 
Congress would authorize, consisting of men who 
were merely claimants for seats on each side; and 
the constitution was formed by a committee of 
conference between these two bodies. 
it is said that this irregularity was cured by the 
subsequent vote of the people ratifying the con- 
stitution. I can discover no reason why Minne- 
sota was at liberty to dispense with the conven- 
yon more than with the vote of the people. They 
were both required by law. But, sir, be it so; then 
we come to inquire what was this vote of the peo- 
nile of Minnesota, which is said to have healed 
all the former irregularities? I have heard Sen- 


There 


iors complain bitterly that no man was allowed | 


to vote in Kansas on the 21st of December, for or 
vainst slavery, unless he would vote for the con- 
stitution. That has been said again and again. 


i: has been said that every elector was compelled | 


to vote for ** constitution with slavery,”’ or ** con- 
stitution with no slavery;’’ and therefore a man 
who was opposed to some provision of the con- 


stitution, or who did not wish to vote on the con- | 
stitution, covld not vote either for or against sla- | 


very; and that has been a constant theme of 
declamation in this Chamber since the 9th of De- 
cember last. Now, sir, let us turn to the case of 
Minnesota. 

I shall read three sections from the constitution 
of Minnesota, by which it is provided not only 
that the vote upon the constitution shall be held 
mthe same day and at the same polls with the 


yote for all the officers to be chosen under the 


constitution, thus electing men to offices not in | 


existence at the time, but that no.man should 
vote for or against the constitution unless he 
would vote for officers under it. He that runs 
may read: 
“Sec. 16. Upon the second Tuesday, the 13th day of 
October, 1857, an election shail be held for members of the 
eof Representatives of the United States, Governor, 
utenant Governor, supreme and district judges, members 
Legislature, and all other officers designated in this 
istitution, and also for the submission of this constitution 
the people for their adoption or rejection. 
Sec. 17. Upon the day so designated as aforesaid, every 
Witte male inhabitant over the age oftwenty-one years, 
shall have resided within the limits of the State tor ten 
; previous to the day of said election, may vote for all 
‘heers to be elected under this constitution, at such elec- 


i, and also, for or against the adoption of the constitu- 
ton 


“ Sec 


t 


. 18. Invoting for or against the adoption of this 
‘stitution, the words ‘ for constitution’ or * against con- 
‘iitution,’ may be written or printed on the ticket of each 
voter; but no voter shall vote for or against this constitu- 
tion On a separate ballot from that cast by him for officers 
to be elected at said election under this constitution.” 

if the form of submission on the 2]st of De- 
ember, 1857, in Kansas, was fraudulent, what 
will become of the ratification of the constitution 
of Minnesota by the people? It is admitted that 
her convention was irregular, or rather there was 
ho convention at all; it is admitted that, from the 
very initiation of the proceedings the act of Con- 
gress was not observed; but Senators stand here 
“day insisting on the admission of the State by 
‘he sole virtue of a popular vote. Here is the 
: te. Is it valid or invalid? If it be valid, so 
I ‘be invalid, Minnesota has no more title than 
‘ansas to be admitted into the Union. But, sir, 
‘my judgment, in neither case, are the objec- 

‘08 material. 

! might give another illustration. If we are to 
: k into the constitutions of States applying for 
-)lission, as the Senator from New Hampshire 
Mr. C LARK] proposed last night, to pass upon 
e wisdom or the justice of their provisions, to 
“ecide whether the State should admit or exclude 
irtean servitude, should admit or exclude free 
.3toes, what shall we say of this constitution 
| 4innesota, under which the Representatives 
rte in October, 1857, are elected for life? There 
4; Soutely no provision of the constitution of 
,_-Hesota limiting the terms of the Representa- 
Ves already chosen. I grant it is a mere omis- 


‘the vote in Kansas on the 2Istof December. | 
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sion; I have no daubt the convention intended to 
make such a provision; but noneappears. There 
would be no limitation of the terms of the Sena- 
tors in that Legislature but for a provision, that 
whenever a census shall be taken by the United 
States, or by the authority of the State Legisla- 
ture, then the seats of all the Senators shaN be- 
come vacant. If it were not for that, the Sena- 
tors in the Legislature of ‘Minnesota would be 
chosen for life as well as the Representatives. But, 
I repeat, these objections are wholly immaterial, 
just as were all the arguments addressed to us in 
reference to the provisions of the constitution of 


| Kansas. 


My honorable friend, the Senator from Illinois, 
[Mr. Dovétas,] who is not now in his seat, as a 
minority of the Committee on Territories, urges 
this proposition: that the convention in Kansas 
derived its whole power from the Territorial Legis- 
lature, and, therefore, the vote ordered to be taken 
on the 4th of January, 1858, by the Territorial 
Legislature, was a proper vote upon the adoption 
or rejection of the constitution. [tis said, further- 
more, that Kansas presents herself to us now 
with a simple petition in herhands. In my judg- 
ment, the convention of Kansas derived no au- 
thority from the Territorial Legislature; itreceived 
all its authority from the people in the election 
of the delegates. What has the Territorial Le- 
vislature done? It has prescribed, in the act of 
February, 1857, the time, place, and manner of 
electing delegates, and the time when they shall 
assemble in convention; that is all. Does that 
constitute the Legislature the source of the power 
to be exercised by the delegates when assembled ? 
Then let us turn to the case of Minnesota. Con- 
gress passed an act prescribing the time, place, 
and manner for the election of delegates in Min- 
nesota, and prescribing the day when those dele- 
gates should assemble in convention. Did the 
convention of Minnesota derive its power to make 
a constitution for that people from the Congress 
of the United States? Are we the source of au- 
thority from which the constitution of Minnesota 
is derived? If so, the constitutions of the States, 
instead of being an expression of the will of the 
people to be governed by them, are merely the 
acts of Congress through Its agents and delegates 
assembled in the various States and Territories. 
No, sir; in the act of electing a delegate, the people 
have clothed him with power, and, from the hour 
of his election, he isa representative of the people, 
not of the Legislature, and those delegates pro- 
ceed, when assembled, in the exercise of a power 
which the Legislature never had, and never could 
confer—the power to make a constitution, which 
is above all Legislatures. And therefore, in my 
opinion the attempted interference of the last Ter- 
ritorial Legislature of Kansas, at the special ses- 
sion called by Mr. Secretary Stanton, was unau- 
thorized, factious, and void. The Legislature 
had no more right to interfere with the constitu- 
tion, to alter the mode of its submission, to touch 
any provision in it, than we have this day to ge- 
vise the constitution of Minnesota. 

It is true, sir, Kansas presents herself to us with 
a petition in her hand; but what are the contents 
of that petition? Honorable Senators seem to 
imagine that Kansas petitions us to approve her 
constitution; to pass our jiidgment upon its pro- 
visions; to say, ‘* this is wise, that 1s unwise.” 
Why, sir, Minnesota is also a petitioner with a 
constitution in her hand. What is the petition? 
To approve the constitution? No, sir; it is to 
admit the State. It is not necessary that a State 
should have any written constitution. Many of 
the original States had no written constitutions, 
or none reduced to an exact form, until years after 
the Constitution of the United States had been 
ratified and was in operation. The State of Rhode 
Island was received into the Union in May, 1790, 
with aform of government organized under the 
royal charter of Charles II., and modified by mere 


‘usage; and I believe she did not change that for 


a Written constitution until within about fifteen 
years. The Constitution of the United States 
does not require the States to have written con- 
stitutions. In only requires them to have repub- 
lican forms of government; and those forms may 
rest on parol or usage. That is the reason why 


| the States of the Union have an unlimited power 


to alter their own constitutions, their forms of 
government, without the consent of Congress, 
provided they still continue to be republican. It 


‘1M 


is only requisite that a new State, as an old one, 
should have a form of government, 

Well, sir, let us look as wellat the case of Kan- 
sas as Of Minnesota. I looked far enough to see 
that, in each, provision is made for a Governor 
and a Legislature, to be chosen by the people, to 
exercise the authority of the State, to make the 
laws, and to execute the laws; a government re- 
sponsible to the people; a government over which, 
by the clearest principles of constitutional law, 
the people have complete power of revision. 
There, [ am satisfied, is a republican form of 
government. If there be any mistake in the 
constitutions, any omissions, if there be unwise 
provisions in them, or provisions which, upon 
experience, prove not satisfactory, the peopie of 
these States, like the people of the old States, can 
reform their institutions so as to suit themselves. 
Such being’ the case, I attach no serious import- 
ance toany of the objections I have shown in the 
constitution of Minnesota, and none to those 
which others have made against the constitution 
of Kansas. Each has a form of government— 
a republican form of government. In the case of 
Minnesota, she has the requisite population. In 
the case of Kansas, all parties here, and all pwr- 
ties in Kansas, the friends of Topeka, the friends 
of Lecompton, the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States, have agived 
waive that question. 

It is next said that Kansas cannot be allowed 
admission into the Union, because she never sul- 
mitted her constitution to a direct vote of the peo- 
ple. Ihave already said that, in my judgment, 
we have nothing to do with her constitution ex- 
cept to inquire whether it provides for a republi- 
can form of government; and we have noright to 
specify how, or in what manner, or by what so- 
lemnities she shall form or adopt her constitution. 
She has formed it by a convention of delegates. 
That is the old form. ‘That is the form under 
which the original States acted. Thatis the form 
under which nearly all the new States have acted. 
I think only six of the constitutions of the new 
States were ever submitted to the people, and none 
of the first constitutions of the old States. Gov- 
ernor Walker, in his letter of resignation, says 
that no constitution can ever be Jegitimate, or 
rithtly enforced, until it has been submitted to 
the people; because, he says, sovereignty can only 
act directly and never through delegates. If this 
be so, Senators, we are the sheerest usurpers i 
the world; for the Constitution of the United 
States, under which we assume to act, never was 
submitted to the people ofany State. It is in foree 
to-day by the ratification of conventions in the 
original States, and by the adoption of conven- 
tions in the new States. I have stated that 
original States neither submitted their own con- 
stitutions nor the Constitution of the United States 
to a vote of the people, and only six of the eigh- 
teen new States thus submitted their constitu- 
tions. 

Does Governor Walker mean seriously to assert 
that sovereignty can never be exercised through 
delegates or representatives? Is it not in virtue 
of a delegation of sovereign power by the people 
that a Legislature defines every offense and fixes 
the punishment; that the judiciary examines into 
every accusation, and in the proper case inflicts 
the punishment? Sir, is there a higher act of sov- 
ereignty than to take the life of a citizen? And 
that is taken by an executive officer in obedience 
to a mandate of the judiciary. “Sovereignty, for- 
sooth, is so exalted and omnipotent, quoth Gov- 
ernor Walker, that it can make and unmake con- 
stitutions, dynasties, and all forms of government 
whatsoever; but so restrained withal, so humble, 
so helpless, that it cannot even choose its own in- 
struments, its forms of expression, its modes of 
operation. We know, from the history and re- 
ceived opinion of all past time, that the people can 
as well authorize delegates to make a constitution 
as make it themselves. They do this because it 
is inconvenient for the people to assemble in one 
place, as they did in the ancient democracies; and 
on account of this inconvenience, they choose rep- 
resentatives, and instruct those representatives as 
to their wishes; and the representatives, assembled 
in due form of law, are the people by substitution. 
They act for the people, and in the name of the 
people, and by the authority of the people If 
they choose to take the advice of their constit- 
uehts, if the y choose, in a question of doubt or 
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of difficulty, to remit the whole question, or any 
part of the question, to the pr ople in primary as- 
semblies, nobody can object to it; but if the y feel 
sufficiently assured of the will and the wishes of 
their constituents, they have the powe r Lo proces d 
without any further sanction. Inthe present case 
of Kansas, | admit that the people might have pre- 
scribed a charter for their delegates. They might 
have said to the delegates, ** we will authorize you 
simply to form and propose a constitution, but 
we reserve to ourselves a right, on appeal or sub- 
mission, to revise, to accept, or to reject your prop- 
osition;’’ but the convention act of 1857 contained 
no such reservation, On the contrary, when it was 
returned to the Legislature by Governor Geary, 
without his approval, on the dootinet ground that 
it contained no such provision, it was passed over 
the veto by a two-thirds vote of cach House. 
‘Therefore, the question, whether such should be 
the charter of the delegates, was considered and 
decided in the proper mode. Whatever might 
have been the question, if the convention act had 
required submission, or if there had been no dis- 
cussion of the subject, in this case the authority 
of the convention is as absolute as if the act had 
said to the delegates, ‘* you may submit it or not, 
as you please.”’ 

Now, sir, it is argued that Congress must sub- 

stitute its discretion for the discretion of the del- 
egates; and because, (some say,) the delegates 
abused their powers, broke their promises, de- 
ceived their constituents. It would not be sin- 
gular if this were so. I think every honorable 
Senator will admit that he has never completed, 
during the period of his official life, one tenth of 
what he proposed; and probably not one tenth of 
what he promised in good faith. Some have al- 
tered their opinions; some have found their designs 
impracticable. I doubt whether there is a Legis- 
lature assembled in any State of the Union, with 
regard to which it could not be proved that one 
half or more of the members, in their various ex- 
hortations to the people, had promised a great 
many things that they never even attempted to 
verform. That, however, is not the question, 
Phe question is, whether we shall interfere in such 
a matter? whether we shall substitute our discre- 
tion for that of the delegates chosen by the peo- 
ple? 

I do not say there might not be a gross case of 

usurpation, of fraud, and outrage, where some 
interposition, but very little, would not be par- 
donable. The allegation is here that the delegates 
did not submit the constitution as they promised; 
that they did not keep certain pledges, published 
in the newspapers, or in the speeches which they 
made to the people. Well, sir, unless we assume 
a right to revise the proceedings of every conven- 
tion and every Legislature in every State, I see 
no cause for interference. If the agents of the 
people have violated their trust, let the people call 
them to account. We are not the people. We 
do not make the constitution; we do not ratify the 
constitution; we do not approve the constitution; 
we have no right to pass judgment upon the con- 
stitution. It is submitted to us, as I said, merely 
to show that Kansas has a constitution republican 
in form, and upon that instrument the petition is 
to admit her as a State. | say you can admit her 
without a constitution; and wherever you have 
passed an enabling act for any State, you have 
admitted that State withouta written constitution; 
you have admitted her by anticipation; you have 
ae her boundaries, and you have said to 
ier, ** proceed to the election of your delegates, 
the assembling of your convention, and the forma- 
tion of your government; and upon compliance 
with these requisites you shall become a State;”’ 
for so, and not otherwise, the State of Ohio en- 
tered this Union. 

Where will this course of objection to the pro- 
visions of a State constitution end ? 
which I have the honor to represent, the first 
constitution established annual sessions of the 
Legislature. ‘The present constitution establishes 
biennial sessions. I have a very decided opinion 
as to this question. I consider frequent sessions 
of the Legislature essential to the liberties of the 
people, and I have never hesitated to denounce 
the system of biennial sessions as dangerous, as 
a delegation of authority for too long a period to 
mere executive officers. Therefore, sir, if I had 
such a latitude as the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire claimed last mght, | should refuse to admit 


In the State | 


, sumed the character of property, you cannot di- 


a State whose constitution provided for biennial || 
sessions of the Legislature. But I have no lati- 
tude of the sort—no right to say, in the case of a | 
new State, ‘unless every provision made for your 
internal affairs corresponds with my judgment, 
you shall not be received into the Union.” If we 
could say this to the new States, why not to the 
old ones? New States are to be admitted on the 
same footing with the old ones; and if we have 
any such power, it applies to the old States as 
well as to the new, and the manifest duty of Con- 
gress would be to call for the constitution of Ohio, | 
adopted in September, 1851, and examine its pro- 
visions. 

Sir, it is another development of that difference | 
which began with the organization of our Federal | 
Government. The claim is, in substance, thatthe 
end will always justify the means; that if we dis- | 
like the local institutions of any people we must | 
alter them; that the Congress of the United States, 
instead of restraining itself within its own charter, 
shall regulate the affairs of the people in all the 
States of the Union. I think the people of the 
States can take better care of themselves than we 
can, 

These observations lead to the amendment 
which I propose. The minority of the Commit- 
tee on Territories, the Senator from Illinois, uses 
language of this character: 

*Tnasmuch as the Lecompton constitution provides a 
mode of amendment after the year 1864, and thereby ex- 
cludes the possibility of any lawful change until that period, 
the President suggests that Congress may remove this ob- 
stacle by inserting a clause in the act of admission annul- 
ling so much of the constitution as prohibits any change 
until after the year 1864, and requires two thirds of each 
House of the Legislature to authorize the people to vote 
for a convention, and declaring the right of the Legislature | 
already elected to call a convention, by a majority vote, in 
violation of the constitution under which its members were 
elected, and which they were sworn to support.”’ 

In the first place, is it true that the constitution | 
of Kansas ‘* thereby’’—that is, by the provision 
of amethod of amendment after 1864—*‘ excludes 
the possibility of any lawful change until that 
period?’’ Suppose the constitution had no provis- 
ion at all on the subject of an amendment at any 
time; suppose it was perfectly silent, as many of 
the constitutions of the original States were—for 
our good, honest, republican ancestors, in the 
days of the Revolution, proceeded on the idea 
that there were some principles which it was not 
necessary to declare, which every man of ordi- 
of civil liberty, would at once acknowledge. | 
Among these was the principle that any power 
which could do an act could undo it; that, inas- 
much as the constitution of a State was formed 


by a convention of delegates, authorized to be || 
elected and assembled by the Legislature, and || 


that convention of delegates so elected and assem- | 
bled had made a constitution, another convention, 
elected in the same manner and assembled in the | 
same manner, by like authority, could undo itin | 
whole or in part. Thatis the ground on which 
ti® earliest constitutions of the States, or many 
of them, were formed. Nothing was said about 
the right of amendment; it was considered a mat- | 
ter of course. ; 

The doctrine is indisputable. It is a universal 
maxim that any compact—I hear gentlemen call 
a constitution a compact; be it so—any compact, 
any covenant, any promise, any agreement, any 
law can be abrogated by the power which made 
it: in the case of a compact, by the consent of 
the parties; in the case of a law, by the Legisla- 
ture. I grant that where a right has been vested 
under a constitution or a law, so as to have as- 


vest that right without compensation, because, as | 
to that, all the faculties of the constitution or of 

the law are fully executed; but as to its future 
operation, as to a new case which may originate 
under it, the constitution or law is entirely revo- 
cable. I have, from curiosity, applied to the old 
common lawyers on this subject, since we have 
heard so much of them; and am rather amused at | 
the number of forms in which they express the 

principle. Lord Chief Baron Gilbertis very terse: 

**Solvetur eo ligamine quo ligatum est.” 

Speaking of covenants, of deeds, of agreements | 
between parties, signed, sealed, and delivered, 
with all the solemnity which can bind man to 
man, here is Lord Coke: 


* Nihil tam conveniens est naturali aquitati quam unum. | 
quodque dissolvi co hgamine quo ligatum est.’ —2 Inst. 260. 
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Here is one sentence from Croke James 
ancient book, and good authority: 

** Unumquodque eodem modo quo colligatum est dissoly; 
tur.”"— Cro. Jac. 63. 

Tindal, Chief Justice, one of the lights of mog. 
ern jurisprudence, says: 

*Quodque dissolvitur eodem ligamine quo ligatur,— 
3 Scott’s new Rep., 215. 

That isthe law. These famous judges hay, 
not thought it necessary to indulge in argument. 
ation. They have done here as with the funda. 
mental principles of our jurisprudence; they hay, 
resorted to brief, pungent maxims expressed in t}y. 
Latin language. Let it be dissolved by the pow; 
which madeit. The civilians are of the like Opin- 
ion: 

**Jura’’—laws, constitutions, for a constitution is nothing 


but an organical law—‘‘ Jura eodem modo destituuntur qu 
constituuntur.’’—Bell’s Digest of the Roman and Civil Loy 


And so in the French law: 


“Le pouvoir legislatif a nonseulment la faculté de fair 
des lois, mais encore cette de les abroger.””—Rogron, Le; 
Cing Codes erpliques, introduction, tit. 2. 


* The legislative power has not only the faculty of makiye 
laws, but also that of abrogating them.”’ 


a very 


Since we have come to first principles, I wi! 
quote from the Institutes. I read now from Ruth. 
erforth’s Institutes of Natural Law, volume 9, 
chapter 3: 

‘The legislative power, as it is here defined, implies a 
power not only of making laws, but of altering and repea 
ingthem. As the circumstances, either of the State itset/ 
or of the several individuals which compose it, are changed, 
such claims and such duties as might once be beneficial ia 
become useless, burdensome, or even hurtful. If, therefore, 
the legislative power could not change the rules which it 
prescribes, so as to suit them to the circumstances of {ly 
body politic, and of the members of that body, it could not 
answer the purposes for which it was established ; it coul 
not at all times settle their claims and their duties in such 
a manner as is most conducive to the good of the whole, 
and of the several individuals which make up that whole.” 


There is the rule and the reason of the rule. [; 
stands on the most solid foundation. But, Mr. 


| President, what need of books here: we have it 


in our own charter of liberty. As one of th 
truths declared to be self-evident, by the repre- 
sentatives of the United States in Congress as- 
sembled, on the 4th of July, 1776, I find this: 
** that governments are instituted to secure”’ cer- 
tain inalienable rights there defined; ** and that 
whenever any form of government becomes de- 


\ ry of ¢ | structive to these ends, it is the right of the peo- 
nary comprehension, imbued with the principles || 


ple to alter or abolish it, and to institute a new 
government, laying its foundation on such prin- 
ciples, and organizing its powers in such form, as 
to them shall seem most likely to effect their safety 
and happiness.”’ 

This indeed, sir, is the principal element, the 
essential requisite, in every republican form of 
government—the right, namely, of the people, in 


/some peaceable and definite manner, to recor- 


struct their government, and provide for the r f. 
ormation of abuses. I hear Senators on this floor 
talk about constitutions in the States which ar 
revolutionary. Arevolutionagainst whom? Who 
is the mighty sovereign offended by this? One 
would suppose, forgetting the old suggestion 0! 
the Scriptures that the Sabbath was made for man 
and not man for the Sabbath, that governmen's 
are not formed for the people, but the people ‘or 
the governments. What is the object of any gv 
ernment? It isto protect the rights and to secur? 
the liberties of the people. There is no other jus! 
government. Every other is a usurpation. 
may be maintained by arms; it may remain |! 
power thousands of years; but a just governmen 
an honest government, is organized to protect the 
rights and secure the liberties of the people. 
ell, sir, suppose it fails—and I do not cst 
whether it fails at the end of a century, or !@!'s 


‘in the first half hour of its existence—if it fails " 


the very act of putting it in operation, as !" th 
case of the constitution of Minnesota, where P 
Legislature has been elected for life—if, I say; “ 
Government fails in the very act of attemptin< z 
put it into operation, the right of the peop?” 
form another government which will protect 
rights and secure their liberties is as perfect ©" 
as absolute as if they had endured a thous! 
years of despotism. No convention can prey’ 
it, for one convention is no higher than on , 
I go further, sir. The people who were In *!'" 
nesota in October, 1857, have no right to s*y " 
the people who may be there next year, °' e 
year after, or twenty years hence, “ we have °! 
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a sort of testamentary disposition, provided a gov- | 
ernment for you in all time.’’? Men can devise or | 


bequeath their.own property, but I never heard 
shat they could make last wills and testaments of 
. »olitical character, calling them constitutions, 
by which they could bind their children, and their 
children’s children for a hundred years; and if 
they cannot do it for one hundred years, they 
cannot do it for ten years, as was provided in the 
Toneka constitution; no, sir, not for one week, 
for one day, for one hour. It is the same in prin- 
inte . 
“AWhat is the object of government? I come 
back to that again and again. It is to protect and 
secure the liberties of those who live under it; and 
when it fails of that object, the people have aright 
to another government, If they cannot obtain it 
veaceably, our fathers said they had a right to 
take it by force of arms; but the essence of a re- 
nublicean government is that they can get it peace- 
ably and in regular form; that they need not resort 
to arms; that they need not resort to what Sena- 


| 


| 


tors call revolution; but in pursuance of the great | 


idea of all government, of the very authority 
which they conferred on their delegates at first, 
they may assume to themselves at any time, in a 
due legal and orderly manner, prescribed by law, 
the power of amendment. ‘* Blessed,’’ said Lord 
Coke, ‘* be the amending hand.” 

Let me guard against misconstruction here. I 
do not say a constitution may not provide the 
manner of its amendment. j 
may not interpose provisions calculated to require 


Ido not say that it | 


more thorough deliberation. I do not say that it | 


may not require a majority of each House of the 
Legislature, or two thirds, orthree fifths; because, 
after all, the Legislature is elected by the people, 
and what the people want they will compel the 
Legislature to grant. I do not say that the people 
may not require, to prevent hasty or improper 
action, that the question shall be submitted to 
them twice, or thrice, if you please; or that it shall 
remain so many months for consideration; or that 
notice of the intended amendment shall be pub- 
lished in this or that manner. I do not even com- 
plain of such provisions; but I say that when a 
constitution declares, as the Topeka constitution 
did, that in no manner, neither by a convention 
nor by the people, not by the unanimous vote of 
all those who live under it, and all those who 
exercise authority under it, whether as legislators 
orexecutive officers, can it be changed—whenever 
a constitution declares that, the declaration is 
merely void; it needs no abrogation; it never had 
any life. 


It has been suggested that the people, unless re- | 


strained, will too frequently or too rashly change 
their government. To what does all that amount? 
To an impeachment of the wisdom of the people 
—nothing else; an assertion that it is necessary to 
provide some guardian for the people, to prevent 
them from doing an injury to themselves, and as 
there is no such guardian alive, that it shall be 
written down in somebody’s last will and testa- 
ment. No, sir; the danger is exactly the oppo- 
site. The danger is, and always has been, that 


the people will tolerate oppression and abuses | 


irom year to year, from generation to generation, 
rather than interrupt the ordinary course of pub- 
\c affairs by an appeal to their original, inalien- 
“oie, and indefeasible right to form and reform 
‘heir constitution and government. That, sir, 
was the opinion of Thomas Jefferson, and of all 
our illustrious ancestors who, with him, on the 
{th of July, 1776, declared the causes which im- 
pelle d them to separate from the dominion of the 
ritish Crown. ** Prudence, indeed will dictate;’’ 
you see it isa mere question of prudence. How 
Prudentare the people? If they are not prudent, 
Who is any more prudent? Where shall we find 
he appointed class which monopolizes all the 
wisdom of the world? * Prudence, indeed, will 
“itate that governments long established should 
10t be changed for light and transient causes; and 
‘cordingly ali experience hath shown that man- 
ane are more disposed to suffer while evils are 
‘ufferable, than to right themselves by abolishing 
‘ae forms to which they are accustomed.’? 


. And now, sir, do the apostles of popular sover- | 


“ignty come hither at last to declare that some 


"uety thousand people for the present inhabiting 
«new State of this 


nion, or a new State about | 


‘) be admitted, may chain the people of that State | 


W r oats 
vhen they shall have grown to be two millions, 


' public will somehow and somewhere. 


when all who made the present constitution shall 
have passed away, when all the purposes which 
they had in view have been accomplished, and 
new schemes of ambition or views of life are 
opened to the popular apprehension—that these 
two millions of freemen, whose rights and whose 
liberties are as sacred as those of the first ninety 
thousand, are bound by an inexorable fate, which 
no human power can unbind, to the terms of a 
constitution made for them in ages past? Is that 
popular sovereignty? I should call it the sover- 
eignty of dead men’s bones. 

One of the ablest, most learned, and purest 
judges of the Supreme Court, I mean Mr. Justice 
Campbell, has expressed his views on this sub- 
ject in the judicial forum. It is admitted that the 
case of Kansas does not stand upon mere silence 
in her constitution; it is admitted that the Kansas 
bill of rights contains an unqualified declaration, 
to which I shall advert by and by—a declaration 
copied from the first constitution of the State of 
Ohio. Mr. Justice Campbell,in expounding those 
very words, not in a case of revolution, but in a 
case of peaceable amendment, spoke to this effect. 
I read now from his opinion in Dodge vs. Wool- 
sey, 18th Howard, page 374: 

** The inquiry arises, to what did the authority of the peo- 
ple extend? It was their right to ameliorate every vicious 
institution, and to do whatever an enlightened statesman- 
ship might prescribe for the advancement of their own 


happiness ; and for this end, persons and things in the State 
were submitted to their authority.” 


| 
: ’ orr | 

Again, page 375: 

‘If the powers of the people of a State are inadequate to 
this object, then their grave and solemn declarations of their 
rights and their authority over their governments, and of the 
ends for which their governments and the institutions of 
their governments were framed, and the responsibility of 
rulers and magistrates to themselves, are nothing but‘ great 
swelling words of vanity.’ *” 

Amen, Mr. Justice Campbell: you never spoke 
more truthfully in all your life. Ll next read what 
he said at page 379, on the next question whether 
the people could be trusted, or stood in need of 
somebody to hold their hands for five or six 
years: 

“Tt may be that the people may abuse the powers with 
which they are invested ; and, even in correcting the abuses 
of their Government, may not in every case act with wis- 
dom and circumspection. 


** But, for my part, when I consider the justice, modera- 
tion, the restraints upon arbitrary power, the stability of so - 
cial order, the security of personal rights, and general har- 
mony which existed in the country before the sovereignty 
of governments was asserted ; and when the sovereignty of 
the people was a living and operative principle, and govern- 
ments were administered subject to the limitations and with 
reference to the specific ends for which they were organ- 
ized, and their members recognized their responsibility and 
dependence, I feel no anxiety nor apprehension in leaving 
to the people of Ohio a ‘complete power’ over their gov- 
ernment, and all the institutions and establishments it has 
called into existence.”’ 

Sir, Mr. Justice Campbell has drawn the ver 

’ } y 
dictinction to which I adverted. Popular sover- 
eignty, according to the new interpretation, means 
the sovereignty of a government. I prefer a sov- 
ereignty beyond the government. The same prin- 
ciple was recognized by Daniel Webster. I cite 
him because, certainly, as a constitutional law- | 
yer, our opponents cannot except to him; and if 
gentlemen think these propositions too radical, 
although supported by the authority of Mr. Jus- 
tice Campbell, and of Mr. Justice Catron, and 
Mr. Justice Daniel, who concurred with him, I 
will introduce the very apostle of conservatism. 
In his famous argument in the case of Luther vs. 
Borden, 7th Howard,31, 32, Mr. Webster said: 

“The opposite counsel have cited the examples of the 
different States in which constitutions have been altered. 
Only two provided for conventions, and yet conventions 
have beenheldin many ofthem. Buthow? Always these 
conventions were called together by the Legislature ; and 
no single constitution has ever becn altered by means of a 
convention gotten up by mass meetings.’’ 

Itseems Mr. Webster had not much opinion of 
the Topeka business. 

**There must be an authentic mode of ascertaining the 
If not, it is a gov- 
ernment of the strongest and most numerous.’’ 

How was that wil! to be found out? The Le- 
islature chosen by the people—the same author- 
ity which first directed the people when, where, 
and in what manner to elect delegates to forma 
constitution, each member of the Legislature, 
speaking on the instruction from his constituents 
received in the act of his election—inquire of the 
people : ‘* will you have a revision of your con- 


stitution?’’ If so, choose your delegates; let them | 


assemble at such time and place as we have pro- 
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vided by law, so that the business may be righful 
and orderly and peaceable ; and when those dele- 
gates shall have assembled in convention and 
made a constitution, whether upon their own mo- 
tion or a popular ratification, instead of being a 
petition, as we are told here, that constitution is 
the fundamental and organic law of the land. 

I have argued thus far as if the constitution of 
Kansas had no provision at any time for any 


amendment. What, then, would have been the 
ease? I think I may say, without the citation of 


| more authority, or further argument—it is a prop- 


osition too plain to be disputed—that the power 
which made a constitution can unmake or amend 
it. . But, sir, is it true, as stated by the minority 
of the Committee on Territories, that the consti- 
tution of Kansas forbids any amendment? The 
minority allege that * inasmuch as the Lecomp- 
ton constitution provides a mode of amendment 
after the year 1864, it thereby excludes the pos- 
sibility of any lawful change until that period.” 

That is an argal for you. What does the con- 
stitution say? If the specific method of amend- 
ment therein contained be of any force, it is in 


derogation of the general, the universal, the in- 
dubitable 


power of amendment which would 
exist if no method had been prescribed. It is in 
derogation of a fundamental principle. Let us 


read the clause: 


* After the year 1864, whenever the Legislature shall think 
it necessary to amend, alter, or change this constitution, they 
shall recommend to the electors at the next general election 
two thirds of the members of each House concurring, to 
vote for or against calling a convention ; and if it shall ap 
pear that a majority of all citizens of the State have voted 


| for a convention, the Legislature shall, at its next regular 


session, call a convention, to consist of as many members 
as there may be in the House of Representatives at the 
time, to be chosen in the same manner, at the same places, 


| and by the same electors that choose the Representatives.”’ 


** After the year 1864.’ What may be done 
before that? The constitution is simply silent. 


| There is no negative word here. The whole clause 


is in derogation, as I have said, of a universal 
principle; and _ yet, contrary to all the canons of 


| interpretation I have ever read, instead of being 





| free government may be recognize 


| construction. 


strictly construed, Senators enlarge it to a cir- 
cumference which its language cannot possibly 
embrace. What is the case befere 1864? What it 
would be if there had been nothing in the consti- 
tution—just exactly the same. But the case does 
not end there. The constitution of Kansas has 
carefully guarded the rights of the people. Having 
provided a special method of amendment after the 
year 1864, it has taken pains to prevent any false 
There are two principles which I 
think can be taken for certain. One is, that all 
the parts of an instrument must be taken together: 
one shall not destroy the rest—but each, in its 
place and in its order, shall receive a construction 
compatible with the integrity of the other parts. 
In addition, whatever derogates from the rights 
of the people must be strictly construed. Thatis 
anotheruniversal maxim of the law. Accordingly, 
the people of Kansas, in this constitution, have 
alas in their bill of rights—in that which de- 
clares tite great principles behind all constitutions 
and above all governments— 


‘That the great and essential _— of liberty and 
and established, we de 
clare”’-— 


Declare what? Let us hear: 


—‘* all political power is inherent in the people, and all free 
governments are founded on their authority?’ — 


Not the authority of somebody who lived a 


| hundred years ago, but— 


—‘‘on their authority, and instituted for their benefit; and 
therefore’’*— 


| because political power is inherent in the people; 


inherent, so that it never can be separated from 
| them by any wit of man, by any form of language, 
| by any provision of any constitution; “and there - 


fore,’’ because all free governments are founded 
on the en of the people, and instituted for 
the benefit of the people— 

—** therefore they have at all times””— 

not after the year 1864, but— 

— at all times an inalienable and indefeasible right to alter, 


reform, or abolish, their form of government, in such man 
ner as they think proper.”’ 


They must do it, as Mr. Webster says, in 4 
peaceable and orderly manner. The will of the 


| people must be ascertained according to law. You 
| cannot have it according to the doctrine of To- 


! 


i 


It must be by form of law. The Legis- 


eka. 
lature must give assent to the form of the law. 
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This constitution hassaid, after the year 1864, the 
form of law shall be thus and so; before 1864, 
it shall be the ver y sani form of law by which 
the constitution w as made. What wasthat? An 
act of the Legislature, in the first instance, in- 
quiring of the p ople whether they would havea 
convention; and when the people responded, an- 
other act of the Legislature, providing for the 
election of delegates, and the assembling of a con- 
vention; and thereupon the act of the peaple in 
choosing the delegates, and of the delegates in 
assembling in convention, and forming a State 
constitution and government. 

What is the effect of that provision in the four- 
teenth section of the schedule? I can state my 
views on that point distinctly. ‘This constitution 
isanexperiment; itis untried in all its provisions; 
it may work well, it may work badly; and there- 
fore the good people of Kansas have said, until 
1864, this which is new, this which is untried, 
this which is a mere experiment, shall remain 
subject to the will of the people, by their proper 
authorities, in due form of law to amend and per- 
fect it, just as we are allowed in the Senate, | be- 
lieve, to perfect a clause before any motion to 
strike it out; but, after 1864, if the constitution 
should stand so long, if, on expertence, it proves 
to be sufficient, you shall be subject, not to a pro- 
hibition ofamendment, but you shall proceed with 
the utmost deliberation. It shall then require 
more than a majority in the Legislature to submit 
any question to the people. 

for these reasons, sir, it is my opinion, care- 
fully and deliberately formed, that the people of 
Kansas, under this constitution, have as ample 
powers of revision and amendment as they could 
desire. If there be anything improper in their 
constitution, if there be anything which the dele- 
rates have inserted without due regard to the 


wishes of the people, whether it be African sla- | 


very, or a railroad system, or a banking system, 
or the qualification of State officers, or what not, 
then the people, if they deem it material, if they 
find it of any consequence to the administration 
of their government, the protection of their rights, 
the security of their liberties, may amend that, 
and amend it in due form of law. That is my 
opinion of the constitution, given, as I have said, 
after the most thorough examination of it, and all 
the principles which relate to this subject. 

If any State, applying for admission, were to 
present a constitution declaring that, for some in- 
definite period, there should be no power of revis- 
ion or amendment by the people, I would turn to 
that clause of the Federal Constitution which de- 
clares that the United States shall guaranty to 
every State a republican form of government. It 
would not be republican; it would be a despotism 
of parchment; it would compel the people to rev- 
olution. I think the essence of republican gov- 
ernment is, that the people need never resort to 
violence. What is this ruarantee contained inthe 
Constitution of the United States? It is nota 
ruarantee to the State government; 1tisnota cuar- 
antee to the Governor and Legislature of the State, 
because they are the very persons to be uarded 
against. Itisa ruarantee to every citizen of the 
State against his own government; and ithas been 
placed under the guardianship of the Federal Gov- 
ernment representing all the States, in order to 
prevent any usurpation, by anarchy, by the lapse 
of time, by the accumulation of abuses, in any of 
the States. 

This brings me to the language of my proposed 
amendment. Entertaining the views which I have 
expressed, that a provision such as the minority 
of the committee impute to this constitution would 
be Void, and therefore of no consequence; and en- 
tertaining furthermore a deliberate opinion that 
the right to alter, reform, or abolish the constitu- 
tion in due process of law, in a peaceable and 
orderly manner, is not only admitted, but is de- 
clared and guarantied, some gentleman may ask 
me what need of any amendment? I offer the 
amendment to silence a false clamor—for no other 
purpose in the world. As to my own judgment, 
individually, I should be perfectly satisfied to vote 
for the bill without it; but the Senator from Mich- 
ivan, [Mr. Srvart,] early in this session, com- 
mented on that paragraph, in answer to several 
pertinent suggestions. He was reminded of the 
fact that the State of New York had changed her 
constitution in disregard of the mode of amend- 
ment provided in it—not by a revolution, for it 


| is submitted to the people and ratified 
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was peaceably done; the people voted for it. He 
was reminded that many other States had done 
likewise. The Senator from Maryland [Mr. Ken- 
Nepy] told us that his State has determined to do 
it, | believe within the last ten days, and neither 
party in the Legislature dissented. I believe the 
State of Indiana altered her constitution without 
pursuing the form of amendment prescribed in it. 
jut what was the answer of the Senator from 
Michigan to all this? He was fully possessed of 
the idea that the people of Kansas were under 
some sort of terror and disability; that there was 


a great hostile influence ready to seize upon them; 


and he said to us, suppose they do alter the con- 
stitution before 1864: it will never avail. Indeed ? 
The Legislature submits the question to the peo- 


gislature provides for the election of delegates; the 
delegates are chosen and assemble, and they form 
a constitution; that constitution, if you please, 
»y the 
people. Who can prevent that constitution from 
taking effect? Not the Legislature, because the 
Legislature consented; not the people, because 


they voted for it; not the Governor, for he signed | 


the bill, or his veto was overruled; not the courts 
of the State, for they will stand or fall by the con- 
suitution,and their judges are chosen by the peo- 
ple, either directly or through an appointment of 
the Governor. 

Who is to prevent it? Oh! said the Senator, 
the Governor, or the man who claims to have been 
Governor, and to be serving out the fragment of 
a term, with or without the assent of the Legis- 
lature, (it must be without the assent of the Legis- 
lature, for they have already committed them- 
selves to the new organization;) the Governor, 
pretending that the Legislature could not be con- 
vened, will apply to the President of the United 
States to subdue the people of Kansas, and over- 
throw their new constitution, and the President 
will use the Army of the United States to subdue 
them. Idonot believe that James Buchanan will, 
for he has declared twice, in the most unqualified 
manner, that he admits this right of the people to 
amend their constitution. But suppose thatJames 
Buchanan has ceased to be in office; let the Sen- 
ator have the utmost limit to his imagination; let 


| us suppose he can find a Governor in Kansas, 


serving out a fragment of a term, to call on some 
President who is regardless of his duty, and the 
President should attempt to use the Army of the 
United States for the purpose of subverting a con- 
stitution established by the people: then I say to 
the Senator, although it is the most improbable 
suggestion I ever heard, the furthest possible from 
all our experience, yet still, that there may be no 
excuse left, I will give him in this bill a curb for 


the mouth of any future President of the United | 


States. 

I believe it was also suggested that the judiciary 
of the United States might make some decision. 
Suppose the judiciary did; of what effect would 
be their mandate? I believe the judiciary of the 
United States sent a mandate to the State of Geor- 
gia, once upon a time, reversing the conviction of 
a prisoner for murder. The mandate was that 
the prisoner should be discharged. How did the 
judiciary of the United States succeed? The 
Legislature of Georgia passed a joint resolution 
directing the sheriff to hang the man ona day 
certain, and he was hanged. ‘The mandate was 
of no effect; and if ten thousand judiciaries of 
the United States were to attempt to say to the 


| people of a State, acting through the forms of law, 


‘* we will make your constitution; we will say 
what your constitution shall be;’’ they will have 


as little satisfaction as from that mandate ad- | 


dressed to the State of Georgia. 
But, sir, the Supreme Court of the United States 
never will entertain such a question. 


counsel in the case of Luther vs. Borden, that it 
had no power to decide which of two instruments 
was the constitution of a State. The decision is 
here in the book to which I have referred. I will 
even guard that. The Senator shall have such a 
declaration in the act of admission that no Presi- 


| dent and no judiciary shall ever interfere with 


that construction of the constitution of Kansas 
which her own people and her own duly consti- 
tuted authorities may place on it. I will protect 
the right of the State of Kansas to interpret her 
own constitution; for it is her right, through her 


| as slaves at the time of the alteration. 
| clause is simply a repetition of the bill of rights, 


| been on the 21st of December, I proposed to adiatt 
| the State of Kansas, and allow her people to vole 
afterwards, whether they would add the seven! 
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judiciary, through her Legislature, and throug) 
| her State officers. 


[ will protect it against tho 
Federal Government; and that is the sole purpose 
of my amendment—not that I think the amenq. 
ment necessary—not that I think any such em, % 
gency as the Senator suggests will ever arise, fp, 
| have not the slightest expectation of that; but 
as I said, to silence a false clamor, that it may no, 
vo forth to be asserted from Maine to Georgia. 


| from the Atlantic to the Pacific, that the Congress 
| of the United States has oppressed the people of 


Kansas—has forced on them a constitution (I be. 
lieve that is the phrase now) which is unalterab|. 
for eight, ten, or twenty years. To be sure, sir, 


| there 1s a paragraph at the end of that section of 
| the schedule to this effect: 
ple; the people vote for amendment; then the Le- || 


** But no alteration shall be made to affect the rights of 
property in the ownership of slaves.”’ 

Why, said the Senator from Connecticut, [Mr, 
Foster, | although the rest of the constitution may 


| be altered, they cannot abolish the institution of 
| slavery! 
if it were true, just what I answered before: tho 
| constitution could no more provide that one part 


Mr. President, I would answer to thar, 


of it should not be altered than none of it should 
be. This very clause, this fourteenth article of 


| the schedule to the constitution of Kansas, was 


copied from the first constitution of the State of 


| Ohio, with the single exception that the unalter- 
_able condition, as Senators call it, at the end, js 


the converse of what was in the first constitu. 
tion of Ohio, namely, that no alteration should be 
made to introduce slavery into the State. 

We had a convention of delegates in the State 
of Ohio, in May, 1859, of which three of my hon- 
ored colleagues in the other House were members. 
{ propounded to one of them, in December last, 
the question, ‘* What was your view, as one of 
the delegates of the people of Ohio, when you 
formed our present constitution; did you under- 
stand that slavery could not be tolerated in this, 
if the people wished it?’’ ‘* No,”’ he said: “ cer- 
tainly we thought our powers unlimited; we ex- 


| cluded slavery in the new constitution because 
| we did not like it, not because we were prevented 
| by the old constitution.’? But the difficulty with 
| this provision in the constitution of Kansas is, 


that it has no reference to the institution of sla- 
very atall; itisa mere protection of a vested right 
in property; it extends simply to the persons held 
In that the 


namely, the tenth section: ‘* Nor shall any per 
son’s property be taken or applied to the public 
use, unless compensation be made therefor.” 
That clause would have been sufficient without 


| the proviso contained in the schedule. 


In that connection permit me to say here, rather 
as an episode, a few words as to the unfairness 


| said to have been practiced on the people by the 
| submission of the 21st of December. 


Atone time 
[thought the complaint might possibly have some 


| foundation, not having examined thoroughly the 


constitution of Kansas. When I heard eloquent 


| Senators on this floor declare that no man was &l- 


lowed to vote for or against slavery without also 


| voting for the constitution, it struck me as the 
| interpolation of a test in the right of suffrage as 


obnoxious as the test laws passed by the first Ter- 
ritorial Legislature of Kansas. When, however, 
I come to look at the question further, I saw thet 


| the constitution at large was not submitted at a!!, 
| but only the seventh article. The seventh artice 
| has a name prefixed to it in the constitution; & 


title given to it—* Article seven, Slavery.”’ That 
is the name of the article. It is just as much 
known by that name as each of us is known ¥y 
his name. That seventh article is a simple add’ 
tion to the constitution. The constitution is pel 


fect without it; it would have been just as £0 
The court || 
| has solemnly decided upon argument of eminent 


a constitution without the seventh article as wit) 
it,and might have gone into effect without 1t; a0 


| atone time when I thought of offering a prop? 
| sition to the Senate for the settlement of this ques- 


tion, before we knew fairly what the vote nee 


h 


article to the constitution or not, for it was just *S 


good without the seventh article as with it; and 
they could add that afterwards if they chose. 
What was the question submitted? The co” 
stitution with slavery; that is, with the seventh 
article; or the constitution with no slavery; 
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. without the seventh article. The whole ques- 


e, *slavery,’’ added to the constitution or 
Of course, the form of words must be brief, 
jcan never, inany such case, perfectly express 
issue; but Ido not think, after full considera- 
», it could have been more satisfactorily done. 
ut now follows a difficulty. The Senator from 


\fichivan declares it a pro-slavery constitution 
nout the seventh article; and the Senator from 
wisconsin [Mr. Dooxirrte] says: ‘*1 would 
cher have it with the seventh article than with- 
tit; it is a better anti-slavery constitution with 
.» seventh article in than with it out.’’ On what 
- all this founded? Because the constitution does 
noteonfiseate a vested right of property. Lam not 
ing into Dred Scott’s case. God forbid. We 
have had enough of that this session. I will take 
the broadest doctrine of squatter sovereignty ever 
claimed in the Senate by my venerable friend, 
General Cass, the late colleague of the Senator 
from Michigan. General Cass always claimed 
at the Territorial Legislature might either ex- 
ide or establish slavery. I think a great many 
denied that it could exclude, or, in strictness, es- 
tablish. They said it could not forbid, but might 
regulate. But General Cass, who was said to be 
the father of all squatter sovereignty, uniformly 
»roclaimed—I could not tell how many times I 
pave heard him proclaim it in this Hall—that 
every Territorial Legislature could establish or 
I hibit slavery. 
Well, sir, the first Legislature of Kansas estab- 
shed slavery. Itis not material whether they | 
were right or wrong in this, whether they acted 
wisely or unwisely; that is not the question. Nor 
sit material whether that Legislature was rightly 
josen Or Was a usurpation. Let me grant all 
that is claimed in that regard; let me admit for 
he sake of the argument what otherwise I never 
have admitted and never will admit, for I consider 
tamere bald assertion—that every man, or the 
wajority, if you do not require so much, of that 
Lezislature in both branches was a mere naked 
surper. Whatthen? It has been settled from 
earliest time that the act of a man under color 
f office, actually in office, exercising the author- 
if the office, although it cannot advantage him- 
elfyalthough it cannot prevent him from punish- 
it,although it cannot prevent him from being 
isted by quo warranto, although it does not au- 
irize him to recover the fees of the office, is | 
vertheless valid as to third persons. | 
Here was a body of men de facto the Legisla- 
of the Territory of Kansas. They passed a | 
w authorizing slaves to be taken into Kansas. | 
e was an honest citizen of your State, sir, or 
lie State of Tennessee, or of the State of Mis- 
rl, who did not know whether the Legislature 
ibeen rightfully chosen or not; he had not read 
sgreat Kansas book of the last Congress; he 
sin the same state of blissful ignorance in 
ch our Republican friends say most of us are 
this day, including the President. He had 
ives Which were his by the laws of Kentucky, 
ennessee, or Missouri. The title was recognized 
’ the laws of his own State. It was property, 
d property, for which he had paid, and he read | 
the statutes of Kansas that he had a perfect lib- 
rly to take that slave into Kansas with him, and 
‘uethe and his slave mightlive peaceably together, 
tnd ull the soil, and he went thither. Now they 
me to make a constitution; and do Senators seri- 
isly pretend that the cause of human freedom 
‘the cause of honesty as between man and man 
quires that tone who has acted in good faith, 
‘zainst whom no imputation of being connected 
Wi) any usurpation or outrage can be made, shall 
punished by the loss of that which was declared 
to be property by the laws of Kansas, as well as 
y the laws of the State whence he emigrated? 
‘would be the confiscation of private property. 
‘grant that property in a slave may be taken | 
y ue process of law, but you must make com- 
asation for it, as for any other property. Itcan 
tone under the constitution of Kansas. It is 
‘pressly declared that any man’s property may 
‘akea for the public usesby making compen- 
“ton, Even the Government of Great Britain, 
roughly anti slavery as she is, provided com- 
"sation for every slave she emancipated in Ja- 
“a, St. Christopher, and the rest of her West 
‘an dominions. Now the complaint is, that 
‘usutution has not divested a present right 
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i 





| of property. Itextendsno further thana present 
right. It follows the principle of the emancipation 
acts of New York, Pennsylvania, New Jersey, 
and other States. It declares that a slave, now 
a slave in the Territory of Kansas, shall remain 
| such for his life, subject to be enfranchised by an 
act of the Legislature or by the act of his master 
—by the act of the Legislature on compensation. 
But is has no relation beyond those who are there 
now. ‘The emancipation acts provided that the 
slaves then held as such should remain slaves for 
life, and their issue should remain slaves until the 
age of twenty-five. ‘The constitution of Kansas 
is a better emancipation act than that one which 
| Dr. Franklin proposed in the State of Pennsyl- 
| vania, for it enfranchises the child from its birth. 
It isa great deal better than Dunn’s bill, about 
Which we heard so much in the last Congress; for 
Dunn’s bill did make slaves of all the children 


| Let us see whether this be not so. 


The schedule 
| provides: 


| appear that a majority of the legal votes cast at said election 
be in favor of the ‘ constitution with no slavery,’ then the 
article providing for slavery shall be stricken from this con- 
stitution by the president of this convention, and slavery 
shall no longer exist in the State of Kansas, except that the 
right of property in slaves now in this Territory shall in no 
manner be interfered with.”’ 


The institution of slavery is excluded by the 
sovereign voice of the people; ‘* slavery shall no 
longer exist in the State of Kansas, except that 
the right of property in slaves now in this Terri- 
tory shall in no manner be interfered with.’’ I 
believe the Senator from Michigan undertook to 
say the issue would be slaves; but the ‘* issue’’ 
are not slaves—nota whit more than if they were 
already in being and residents of the State of Mich- 
igan. It is the plain distinction between a pres- 
ent vested right of property and a contingency 
which may never happen. A vested right par- 
takes of the character of property. When you 
confiscate or condemn a vested right of property, 
you must pay for it; but a right which may 
never accrue, and therefore is not vested, may be 
barred in advance, as this constitution has done. 
Itsimply amounts, without the seventh article, to 
a declaration that those slaves which had been 
taken into Kansas under the solemn authority of 


property at the date of the constitution, shall re- 
main such, and the right of property in them be 
protected, unless the Legislature should emanci- 
yate them and provide compensation to the owner. 
| believe the State of New Jersey is in that con- 
dition at present. Certainly I think as late as 
the last census quite a number of negroes in the 
State of New Jersey were slaves. ‘They were 
slaves before her act of emancipation, and that 
act did not divest the right of the owner in them. 
| The consequence is, that, although we call New 
| Jersey a non-slaveholding State, because she has 
| abolished the institution of slavery, there are 
Slaves held within her limits. 
Mr. President, [ have detained the Senate much 
| longer than Texpected. My principal purpose was 
to speak to my own amendment. I think—lI am 
frank on that point—that the president of the con- 
stitutional convention is bound to finish his trust 
before Kansas ought to be admitted. I have al- 
I do not think he has a right 


ways thought so. 
/to withdraw his trust from our examination. I 
style him the mere trustee of an express trust. 
And whatever the constitution might be, if it were 
| one entire and perfect chrysolite, what difference 
if the people do not control it? if those who have 
been elected to the various offices by the people do 
| not obtain them? But, passing by that objection, 
which I hope will be obviated by his action—if 
| not before the bill comes to a vote in this branch, 
| before it be passed in the other—it appears to me, 
that although the history of Kansas has been a 
history of conflict, of quarrels, of troubles, which 
/appear almost interminable, an opportunity 1s 
now presented for better times. There cannot be 
an election, there cannot be a Legislature, there 


born in Kansas, within two years from its date. | 


‘If upon such examination of said poll books, it shall | 


the territorial law, and who were there held as | 


cannot be a convention, without dispute. If reg- | 
| ular on its face, some say it is fraudulent behind 


| its face; and if not regular on its face, then it is 
‘void. We, grown men, some of us men of ma- 
ture judgment and ripe experience, are to sit here 
in the Chamber of the Senate of the United States, 
in our comfortable chairs, and imagine that a scat- 
tered population on the prairies, who have been 
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| hastily gathered there within the last three or four 


years, will transact all their business, take their 
censuses, register their votes, hold their elections, 
and pass their laws, with the absolute accuracy 
of a clerk of the red tape in one of our Govern- 
ment offices. We oucht never to expect that. 
Now, instead of relating the history of past con- 


| troversies, let us behold what the future has in 


store. I have always approached the case of Kan- 
sas with a disposition to avoid recriminations, and 
an anxious desire that in some wise and timely 


/ measure, which could receive the approbation, if 


possible, not only of Senators from the North and 
the South together, but of Senators from every 
political organization, we might, as an offering of 
common patriotism and devotion to our common 
country, redeem Kansas from the anarchy which 
has been coeval with her existence. At the first 
term of my service in this body, that engaged our 
attention before all other subjects; but only, as at 
this session, to provoke apprehensions and ani- 
mosities. Now, sir, I trust that by enfranchising 
Kansas as a sovereign State, by vesting in her 
people, in the most ample and perfect manner 
known to our Constitution and our laws, the power 
to conduct her own government, to alter, amend, 
and reform her institutions in whatever particular 
those institutions may be objectionable, we shall 
redeem that which thus far has constituted the 


| most sorrowful page in all the history of our Re- 


public. 
Mr. STUART. I desire to say now simply 


that at an early day I shall take occasion to allude 


| to the most remarkable argument of the Senator 


from Ohio; but my purpose at this time is to per- 
form a small office for the Senator from Kentucky 
{Mr. Crirrenpen] who had the floor and yielded 
to the Senator from Ohio. He desired to leave 
the Senate before the Senator from Ohio concluded 


_ his speech, and he wished it could be understood 
| in the Senate before the adjournment that he would 





like to occupy the floor in the morning, to which 
I thought I could assure him there would be no 
objection. [**Certainly.’’] With such an under- 
standing I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate ad- 
journed. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuespay, March 16, 1858. 
The House met at twelve o’clock, m. 


by Rev. W. A. Harris. 
The Journal of yesterday was read andapproved. 


The SPEAKER announced that the business 
first in order was the continuation of the call of 


Prayer 


| the States for bills and resolutions. 


QUESTION OF PRIVILEGE. 


Mr.CLINGMAN. There is a little matter of 


| privilege which | would like for a moment to 


| bring to the attention of the House. 


It will con- 
sume but a moment, and I think the Chair will 
see that it is a question of privilege as soon as I 
state it. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is of opinion that 
no question of privilege can intervene until the 
order of the House of yesterday has been exe- 
cuted—an order by which the rules were sus- 
pended, and the Chair directed to call the States 
for bills and resolutions. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. Iunderstand that that res- 
olution makes the call a special order; but I think 
a question affecting the privileges of the House 
might come in even during the consideration of a 
special order. It is a matter Ll desire very much 
to bring to the consideration of the House. 

Mr. GROW. I understand that the resolution 
of yesterday was only to apply to that day. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. My question of privilege 
grows up under the rule regulating the proceed- 
ings of the committees of the House, in regard to 
publishing their reports before they are submitted 
to the House. I see the reports of some of the 
committees of the House appear in the public 
prints before they are made to the House. 

Mr. MORGAN. Let us have the question of 
order settled, before the gentleman proceeds. 

The SPEAKER. In the opinion of the Chair, 
the question cannot intervene until the order of 
the House of yesterday has been executed. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I call for the 
regular order of business. 


The SPEAKER then procceded to call the 
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- ' 
States for bills and resolutions, under the follow- | 


ing order adopted yesterday: 


icsolved, That the States be called, beginning where the 


; 


Speaker left off, and upon said call members may introduc 

bills for reference only, and of which previous notice has 
been given, and resolutions for reference to which no ob 
jection is made; and said bills shall not again be brought 
before the HLlouse by motions to reconsider.”’ 


GRANT OF LANDS TO THE STATE OF IOWA. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois, introduced 
the following resolution; which was read, con- 
sidered, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be directed 
to communicate to the House the amount of land certified to 
the State of Iowa forthe purpose of building a railroad “from 
the city of Dubuque toa point on the Mississippi river, near 


Sioux City, with a branch from the mouth of the Téte des | 


Morts to the nearest point on the said road, to be completed 
as soon as the main branch is completed to that point ;”’ 
whether the said branch has been completed, and, if not, 
whether he bas certified to the said State any land for build 
ing the main line of the said road beyond the point of inter 
section of the said branch from the mouth of the Téte des 
Morts. 
SHADE CALLOWAY. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois, introduced a 
bill for the relief of Shade Calloway; which was 
read a first and second time, and referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 


TERRA JAPONICA. 


Mr. LOVEJOY. I wish to call the attention of 
the Llouse to a resolution | introduced yesterday 


in reference to seeds and cuttings of the terra ja- | 


ponica. I think the matter was not understood. 
‘The article referred to is used in the process of 
tanning leather. From what I learned after the 
resolution was introduced, I judge that the matter 
was not understood. I therefore ask unanimous 
consent to introduce the resolution now. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, Thatthe Committee on Agriculture be instruct- 
ed to inquire into the expediency ofan appropriation for the 
purpose of obtaining a supply of the seeds and cuttings of 
the ferra japonica tor cultivation in tus country. 


Mr. LETCHER objected. 


DISTRICT COURTS IN ILLINOIS. 


Mr. MARSHALL, of Illinois, introduced a | 


bill providing for holding terms of the United 
States district court at Cairo, Illinois; which 
was read a first and second time, and referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 


POST ROUTE IN ILLINOIS. 
Mi. MARSHALL, of Illinois, introduced the 


follow?) ‘z resolution; which was read, considered, 
and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the propriety of 
establishing a post route from Golconda, Pope county, to 
Raleigh, in Saline county, [linois, and that they be directed 
to report by bill or otherwise. 


PAYMENT OF MONEY TO MISSOURI. 


Mr. PHELPS introduced a bill to pay to the | 


State of Missouri the amount expended by said 
State for repelling the invasion of the Osage In- 
dians; which was read a first and second time, 


and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. | 


PACIFIC RAILROAD. 

Mr. PHELPS also introduced a bill to aid in 
the construction of a railroad from St. Louis to 
San Francisco, with certain branches thereto, and 
securing to the United States a perpetual right to 


the priority of use of the same forall Government | 


transportation; which was read a firstand second 
time, referred to the select committee on the Pa- 
cific railroad, and ordered to be printed. 


POST ROUTES. 


Mr. PHELPS offered the following resolution; 
which was read, considered, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads is hereby instructed to inquire into the expedi- 
ency of establishing post roads in the State of Missouri, from 
Bolivar, via Pleasant Hope, to Marshfield; from Frémont, 
via Wheatiand,to Lamat ; from Pilot Knob to Houston ; and 
from Marshfield, via St. Luke, to Buffalo. 


KANSAS BOUNDARY SURVEYS. 
Mr. PHELPS offered the following resolution; 


which was read, considered, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War is hereby requested 
to communicate to the House a copy of the report of the 
survey of the southern boundary line of the Territory of Kan- 
sas, and the map accompanying the same ; also, the report 
of Lieutenant Colonel! Johnston, of the practicability of the 
country explored by him last summer, for a railroad; and 
that he also communicate to this House a copy of the report 
end of the map of the survey of the Creek Indian boundary 
line’ made by Captains Sitgreaves and Woodrulf 





SHEPHERD AND CALDWELL. 


Mr. ANDERSON introduced a bill for the re- 
lief of John H. Shepherd, and Walter K. Cald- 
well, of Pike county, Missouri; which was read 
a first and second time, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 


POST ROADS IN MISSOURI. 


Mr. ANDERSON also introduced a bill to 
establish certain post roads in the State of Mis- 
souri, namely: from Florida, in Monroe county, 
via Santa Fé, to Mexico, in Audrain county; and 
from High Hill, in Montgomery county, on the 
North Missouri railroad, by Price’s Branch and 
Tiviot, in said county, and Truxton, Lost Branch, 
and Louisville, in Lincoln county, to Ashley, in 
Pike county; which was read a first and second 
time, and referred to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 


LAND OFFICES IN MISSOURI. 


Mr. CLARK, of Missouri, introduced a bill 
to continue, temporarily, certain land offices in 


the State of Missouri; which was read a firstand . 


second time, and referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 


MAIL ROUTES IN MISSOURI. 


Mr. CLARK, of Missouri, offered the follow- 
ing resolution; which was read, considered, and 
agreed to: 

Resolved, Tliat the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
establishing a tri-weekly mail route from the town of Fay- 
ette, Howard county, via Bunker’s Hill to Sturgeon, in 
Boone county, Missouri, and that they report by bill or 
otherwise. 


ACCOUNTS OF LATE JOHN G. MILLER. 
Mr. WOODSON offered the following resolu- 


tion; which was read, considered, and agreed to: | 
Resolved, ‘That the Speaker of the House be, and he is | 


| hereby, directed to adjust and settle the accounts of Hon. 


John G. Miller, deceased, late a member of the House, in the 


Thirty-Fourth Congress, from the State of Missouri, under | 


the provisions of the compensation act passed at the first 
session of the said Congress, and on the same terms as the 
accounts of other members of said Congress were settled ; 


estimating his salary from the 3d of March, 1855, when said | 


Congress commenced, to the llth day of May, 1856, the day 
of said Miller's decease ; and deducting froin said salary any 
amounts heretofore paid on account of said Miller’s per diem 
during the said Congress ; and that the remainder be paid to 
his legal representative. 


RAILROADS IN KANSAS. 


Mr. WOODSON introduced a bill granting the | 
nght of way to the Kansas City, Galveston and | 


Lake Superior Railroad Company; and a portion 
of the public lands to the Territory of Kansas, to 


aid in the construction of the Kansas City, Galves- | 


ton and Lake Superior railroad; which was read 


a first and second time, and referred to the Com- | 


mittee on Public Lands. 
POST ROADS IN KANSAS. 


Mr. WOODSON offered the following resolu- | 


tion; which was read, considered, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and Post | 


Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of estab- 
lishing the following post roads, to wit: from Waynesburg, 
in the State of Missouri, via [arrisonville, to Minnesota, in 
Kansas Territory; and from Independence, Missouri, via 
Hickman’s Milland New Santa Fé, to Fort Scott, in Kansas 


| Territery ; and that they report by bill or otherwise. 


KANSAS VALLEY RAILROAD. 


Mr. WOODSON introduced a bill granting the. 
right of way to the Kansas Valley Railroad Com- | 
pany,and a portion of the public Jands to the Ter- | 


| ritory of Kansas, to aid in building the Kansas 





valley railroad; which was read a firstand second | 


time, and referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands. 


ST. JOSEPH AND TOPEKA RATLROAD. 


Mr. CRAIG, of Missouri, introduced a bill 
ranting the right of way to the St. Joseph and 


opeka Railroad Company, and a portion of the | 
public lands in the Territory of Kansas, to aid in | 
the construction of a railroad from the city of St. | 
_ Joseph in the State of Missouri, via Topeka, to | 


the boundary of Kansas, in the direction of Santa 
Fé, in New Mexico; which was read a first and 


second time, and referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 


ST. JOSEPH MARINE HOSPITAL. 


| 
| 
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_ Missouri; which was read a first and second 
_and referred to the Committee on Commerc 





March 16, 


time, 

e, 
BOUNTY LAND LAW. 

Mr. CRAIG, of Missouri, also introduced a}; 


to amend the existing laws in relation to bout, 
lands; which was read a first and second time, ay; 


. 
‘ 


referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 


MISSISSIPPI RIVER AND TRIBUTARIgEs, 
Mr. BLAIR introduced a bill making an appr». 


| priation for the improvement of the Mississip», 
| Missouri, Ohio, and Arkansas rivers by contrar; 


which was read a first and second time, and jy. 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 


MISSOURI RESOLUTION. 
Mr. BLAIR presented a joint resolution of th» 


| Legislature of the State of Missouri in relation to 


additional townships for seminary lands; whic) 
was referred to the Committee on Public Lands, 


| and ordered to be printed. 


IMMIGRATION OF FREE NEGROES. 
Mr. BLAIR asked leave to offer the followin: 


| resolution: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be jp 


| structed to report a bill to prohibit the importation or imm; 


gration of free persons from Africa under indentures of ap 
renticeship, or stipulations for service, into any port of the 
Tnited States, and to make the same punishable with the 


| same penalties inflicted upon persons engaged in the Africa, 


| 


slave trade in the act prohibiting that iniuman traffic. 


Mr. LETCHER. That resolution gives abso. 
lute instructions; does it not? 

Mr. BLAIR. Yes, sir. 

Mr. LETCHER. 1 object to it. 


CHOCTAW LANDS. 


Mr. SINGLETON by unanimous consent jy- 
troduced a bill for the relief of certain purchasers 
of lands within the limits of the Choctaw cession 
of 1830; which was read a first and second time 
and referred to the Committee on Public Lands 

Mr. SMITH, of Illinois. I ask the consent of 
the House to present a resolution which was not 
ready when the State of Illinois was called. 

Mr. LEACH. I object, until the call shall have 
been gone through with. 


NEGRO STEALING IN THE INDIAN COUNTRY. 


Mr. GREENWOOD introduced a bill to pu- 
ish negro stealing in the Indian country; which 
was read a first and second time, and referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 


REPORT ON INDIAN AFFAIRS. 


Mr. GREENWOOD asked leave to offer the 
following resolution: 
Resolved, That one thousand copies of the report of the 


Commissioner of Indian Affairs be printed for the use of the 
Indian office. 


Mr. LOVEJOY objected. 


INSPECTORS DISTRICT AT NAPOLEON. 


Mr. WARREN introduced a bill providing for 
the establishment of an inspectors district at Ne- 
poleon, Arkansas. 

Mr. LOVEJOY. Has previous notice beet 
given? 

” Mr. WARREN. Yes, sir. 

The bill was read a first and second time, ant 

referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


DISTRIBUTION OF PUBLIC DOCUMENTS. 


Mr. HOWARD introduced a joint resolutio" 
respecting the distribution of certain public doc- 
uments; which was read a first and second tim 

Mr. HOWARD. This resolution is merely 
supply a deficiency in the Department of the Ir 
terior for distributing some seven, eight, or t!! 
copies of the public documents which have bee! 
furnished to the Territories and the District 0! 
Columbia, instead of going to the congression\’ 
districts. I suppose, if there be no objection, | 
may be put on its passage. 

Mr. MORGAN. I have no doubt that, upo" 
a minute’s explanation, members will see that the 
resolution is right. At the close of the last sess0" 
of Congress, a law was passed requiring two hui: 
dred and thirty-five of the public documen'; 
formerly lodged in the hands of the Secretary © 
State, and since placed in the hands of the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, to be distributed in the se 


. . . . . . , | e 

Mr. CRAIG, of Missouri, also introduced a || eral congressional districts. The Secretary of the 
bill to provide for the construction of a marine || Interior sent seven of those sets into the ee 
hospital at the city of St. Joseph, in the State of | ries; and the consequence is, that some of the co! 
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nt, instead of the Secretary of the Interior. 1 


derstand the Secretary of the Interior desires 
+ The resolution makes no appropriation; and 
| hope it may be passed without delay. 

Mr. NICHOLS. I desire to ask the gentleman 
from New York if the object is not covered by 


che resolution introduced by the gentleman from | 


North Carolina yesterday ? 
Mr. MORGAN. 


relate to thisat all. These books are on hand to 
ve distributed, and the Secretary of the Interior 
would like to have the order passed. 

The joint resolution was read in extenso. 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, objected to its pas- 


sage. 


Committee on the Library. 


INDIAN RESERVES IN MICHIGAN. 

Mr. LEACH introduced a bill for the relief of 
the settlers upon certain Indian reserved lands in 
the State of Michigan; which was read a first and 
second time, and referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. . 

LIGHT-HOUSE AT THUNDER BAY RIVER. 


Mr. LEACH introduced a bill making an ap- 
propriation for the construction of a pier and light- 
house at the mouth of Thunder Bay river, in the 


second time, and referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 
HARBORS AT MACKINAW CITY. 
Mr. LEACH introduced a bill making an ap- 


propriation for the improvement of the harbors 
at Mackinaw City, in the State of Michigan; 


which was read a first and second time, and re- | 


ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 
MARINE HOSPITAL AT APPALACHICOLA. 


Mr. HAWKINS introduced a bill for the erec- | 


tion of a marine hospital at Appalachicola, F'lor- 


ida; which was read a first and second time, and | 


referred to the Committee on Commerce. 
DISTRICT JUDGE OF FLORIDA. 


Mr. HAWKINS introduced the following reso- | 


lution; which was read, considered, and agreed 
Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be in- 
(ructed to inquire into the propriety of increasing the sal- 
of the judge of the northern district of Florida; and that 
they report by bill or otherwise. 


FORTIFICATIONS IN FLORIDA. 
Mr. HAWKINS introduced the following res- 


olution; which was read, considered, and agreed | 


to: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs be in- | 
structed to inquire as to the propriety and necessity of for- | 
lig the mouth of the river St. John and the harbors of | 
‘unpa and Appalachicola, in the State of Florida; and || 


tiat they report thereupon by bill or otherwise. 
CUSTOM-HOUSE AT POINT ISABEL. 
Mr. BRYAN introduced a bill to provide for 


the erection of a custom-house at Point Isabel, in | 


' 


recollection district of Brazos Santiago, in the 
‘ sonny . “ 

‘tate of Texas; which was read a first and sec- 

ond time, and referred to the Committee on Com- 

merce, 


FORTIFICATIONS IN TEXAS. 


_ Mr. BRYAN introduced the following resolu- | 
‘00; which was read, considered, and agreed | 


to: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs be in- | 


structed to report by bill or otherwise, a provision for the 
ctlon of suitabie fortifications at the mouth of Brazos 
‘Wer, San Luis Pass, and Passe Cabello, in Texas. 


RESOLUTIONS OF TEXAS LEGISLATURE. 


Mr. BRYAN presented a joint resolution of 
the Legislature of Texas, in relation to the pay- 
ment of the public debt of Texas; which was re- 
‘erred to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

3 Iso, a joint resolution of the same body in re- 
‘ton to Kansas; which was laid on the table, 
‘nd ordered to be printed. 


ADDITIONAL LAND DISTRICT IN IOWA. 


Mr. DAVIS, of Iowa, introduced a bill to cs- 
sh an additional land district in the State ef 


ssional districts have not been supplied with 
‘hem. ‘This resolution is to supply the deficiency, | 
and to enable the members of the several districts 
v designate the libraries to which they shall be 


No, sir; the bill introduced | 
py the gentlenian from North Carolina does not | 


The resolution was then referred to the Joint | 





Towa; which was read a first and second time, 
and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 
JOHN R. NOURSE. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Iowa, also introduced a bill 
for the relief of John R. Nourse; which was read 
a first and second time, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 


GRANTS OF LAND TO IOWA RAILROADS 

Mr. DAVIS, of Iowa, also introduced a bill 
making a grant of land to the State of Iowa in 
alternate sections, to aid in the construction of a 
railroad from McGregor, on the Mississippi river, 
to the west line of said State; which was read a 
first and second time, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Iowa, also introduced an act 
making a grant of land to aid in building a rail- 
road in the State of lowa; which was read a first 
and second time, and referred to the Committee 
on Public Lands. 


JOINT RESOLUTIONS OF [OWA LEGISLATURE. 
Mr. DAVIS, of lowa, presented the following 
joint resolutions and memorials of the Legislature 
of the State of lowa; which were laid on the table, 
and ordered to be printed: 
A memorial for a grant of land to aid in the 
construction of the Lansing and Northern lowa 


|} and Southern Minnesota railroad; 


A memorial asking Congress to appropriate a 
sum sufficient to the State of lowa to indemnify 
the said State for all necessary expenses incurred 
in an expedition raised eae authority of the 
Governor of the State of Iowa, to relieve the set- 
tlements on Spirit Lake, in March, 1857; 

A joint resolution asking for bounty land war- 
rants for the volunteers of the Spirit Lake expe- 
dition; 

A joint resolution asking Congress for a grant 
of land to aid in the construction of certain rail- 
roads; 

A memorial to Congress in favor of restricting 
the sale of public lands to actual settlers; and 

A memorial for the relief of James B. Thomas 
and family. 

THE VOLUNTEER BILL. 


Mr. CURTIS offered the following resolution: 

Resolved, That House bill No. 313, to provide for the or- 
ganization of a regiment of mounted volunteers, and to 
authorize the President to call into the service of the United 
States four additional regiments of volunteers, be made the 
special order of the day for to-day, and eaeh succeeding day 
for three days, or until the same be disposed of. 


Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois, objected. 
ADJOURNMENT OF CONGRESS. 
Mr. BILLINGHURST offered a joint resolu- 


| tion fixing the time for the adjournment of Con- 


gress. 
The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the President of the Senate and the 
Speaker of the House of Representatives adjourn their re- 
spective Houses of Congress sine die on the first Monday 
in June next, at twelve o’clock, m., of that day. 


Mr. BILLINGHURST. If there be no objec- 
tion | ask to have the resolution put upon its 


assage. 


Mr. MILLSON. I object. 


POST OFFICE DEPARTMENT. 

Mr. POTTER offered the following resolution: 

Whereas, tie true policy of government requires that the 
legislative power shall no* intervene between the legitimate 
objects of individual enterprise and competition ; and 
whereas, the purity of government requires that its patron- 
age shall be reduced and kept at its lowest possible limit; 
and whereas, the patronage dispensed by the Government 
of the United States through the Post Office Department is 
rapidly increasing, thereby extending aud enlarging the in- 
fluence and power of the central Government; and whereas, 
the Federal Government, while monopolizing the transpor- 
tation of the mail matter of the country, and assuming the 
business of a common carrier, refuses to hold itself respons- 
ible to her citizens for losses which may occur through the 


|| negligence or default of its agents : 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads be, and they are hereby, requested to report to this 
House as to the expediency of abolishing the present postal 
system of the United States, and “leaving the people 
thereof perfectly free’ to transmit and receive their letters 
and other mail matter *‘ in their own way.”’ 

Mr. CLEMENS. I object to that resolution. 

Mr. ROTTER. It is merely a resolution for 
reference to a committee. 

Mr. CLEMENS. Strike out the last two lines, 
or add ‘* subject to the Constitution of the United 
States,’’ and I will withdraw objection. (Laugh- 


| ter] 
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Mr. REAGAN. [I object to the resolution. 
LIGHT-HOUSE MATTERS. 


Mr. POTTER offered the following resolution; 
which was read, considered, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and ho 
is hereby, requested to transmit to this House a report, in 
detail, of the disburseni onts made by the engineer, officer in 
charge, and the inspector of light-houses in district No. 11 
ou the northwestern lakes, stating how many, and at what 
points, lights have been exhibited during the season of 1857 ; 
also, what new works have been commenced and what 
completed, the repairs made, and at what points, the amount 
expended at each point; also the cost for material and sub 
sistence, and the amount required to complete the work at 
each point where the work is unfinished ; also how many, 
and what vessels, steamboats, tugs, or other water craft, 
have been chartered, purchased, or employed for the light 
house service in the tenth and eleventh districts, and the 
tonnage of, and the nature of the service performed by, and 
the cost of each of said vessels, boats, or other water craft 
so chartered, purchased, or employed; also the cost of re 
pairs of said vessels, boats, &c., and the cost of running the 
same up to the close of navigation of the year 1857 ; alsothe 
amount, in detail, of any outstanding claims against the De 
partment for the use of any of said vessels, boats, tugs, &c., 
or for any work, labor, or materials, performed or furnished 
on any contract made and entered into on behalf of the 
board in district No. 11, and also the names of the claimants. 


EXPLORATION OF AMOOR RIVER. 


Mr. SCOTT offered the following resolution; 
which was read, considered, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of State be, and he is here 
by, requested to furnish to this House, as soon as practi- 
cable, ifnot incompatible ‘with the public interest, all inform- 
ation that may be on file in the State Department relative 
to the exploration of the Amoor river. 


HARBORS IN CALIFORNIA. 
Mr. SCOTT also offered the following resolu- 


tion; which was read, considered, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce is hereby in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of making an appro- 
priation for the protection and preservation of the harbors 


of San Diego and San Pedro, in California; and to report 
by bill or otherwise. 


PACIFIC RAILROAD. 


Mr. McKIBBIN introduced a bill to authorize 
the President of the United States to contract for 
the construction of military roads, and for the 
transportation of the mails, troops, seamen, mu- 
nitions of war, Army and Navy ees all 
other Government service, by said roads, from 
points on or near the Mississippi river to the Pa- 
cific ocean; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the select committee on the Pa- 
cific railroad, and ordered to be printed. 


CALIFORNIA BONDS AND CERTIFICATES. 


Mr. McKIBBIN also introduced a bill making 
an appropriation for the payment of bonds and 
certificates issued by the State of California, for 
the payment of expenses incurred in the suppres- 
sion of Indian hostilities in that State; which was 
read a first and second time, and referred to the 


, Committee on Indian Affairs. 


S. W. HOLLODAY. 


Mr. McKIBBIN also introduced a bill for the 
relief of S. W. Holloday; which was read a first 
and second time, and referred to the Committee 
on Private Land Claims. 


BILLS ON THE SPEAKER'S TABLE. 


Mr. KINGSBURY. 1 ask the consent of the 
House to offer the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the House take up Senate bills lying on 
the Speaker’s tuble, and refer them to their appropriate 
committees, immediately after the House shall have com- 
pleted its present order of business. 


Mr. SEWARD. I object. 
MAIL ROUTES IN OREGON. 


Mr. LANE, by unanimous consent, introduced 
the following resolution; which was read, con- 
sidered, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads be requested to inquire into the expediency of estab 
lishing a mail route by way of the military road from Salem, 
Oregon, to Astoria in sxid Territory, and also from Rose- 
burg via the Cuoquill vailey to Empire City, at Coosze bay ; 
also from Salem to Tilainvok bay. 


TERRITORY OF WASHINGTON. 
Mr. STEVENS, of Washington, introduced a 


bill to extend the provisions of an act to amend an 
act to establish a territorial government in Ore- 


| gon, and of an act to establish a territorial gov- 


ernment in Minnesota to the Territory of Wash- 
ington; which was read a first and second time, 
and referred to the Committee on Territorics. 
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MISSOURI AND COLUMBIA RIVERS. 


Mr. STEVENS, of Washingtqn, also intro- 
duced a bill for the construction of a wagon road 
connecting the navigable waters of the Missouri 
and Columbia rivers; which was read a first and 
second time, and referred to the Committee on 


Military Affairs. 
PUBLIC LAND SURVEYS IN WASHINGTON. 


Mr. STEVENS, of Washington, also intro- 
duced a bill to authorize augmented rates for sur- 
veying the public lands in the Territory of Wash- 
ington; which was read a first and second time, 
and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 


CHARLES H. MASON. 


Mr. STEVENS, of Washington, also intro- 
duced a bill for the relief of Charles H. Mason; 
which was read a first and second time, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


RESOLUTIONS OF WASHINGTON TERRITORY. 


Mr. STEVENS, of Washington, presented 
joint resolutions of the Territorial Legislature of 
unbineton relative to making Vancouvera port 
of delivery; which were referred to the Committee 
on Commerce, and ordered to be printed 

Also, joint resolutions of the Territorial Legis- 
lature of Washington relative to the erection of | 
a marine hospital in that Territory; which were 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, and 
ordered to be printed. 

Also, joint resolutions of the Territorial Legis- 
lature of Washington asking a donation of the 
public lands for the erection of a lunatic asylum; 
which were referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands, and ordered to be printed. 


LANDS TO ACTUAL SETTLERS IN KANSAS. 


Mr. PARROTT introduced a bill to donate por- 

_ tions of the public lands to actual settlers in Kan- 

sas Territory; which was read a first and second 

time, and referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands. 


RAILROADS IN KANSAS. 
Mr. PARROTT introduced a bill to aid the Ter- 


ritory of Kansas in the construction of certain 
railroads, and for other purposes; which was read 
a first and second time, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. 


PRE-EMPTION RIGHTS, ETC. 


Mr. PARROTT, also introduced a bill toamend 
the act of 4th September, 184], entitled ** An act 
to appropriate the proceeds of the sales of the 
public lands, and to grant preémption rights;’? | 
which was read a firstand second time, and referred | 
to the Committee on Public lands. 


SURVEYOR GENERAL, ETC. 


Mr. PARROTT also introduced a bill to amend 
an act entitled ** An act to establish the offices of 
surveyor general in New Mexico, Kansas, and 
Nebraska, to grant donations of lands to actual 
settlers therein, and for other purposes;”? which 
was read a first and second time, and referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands. 


MILITARY ROADS IN KANSAS. 


Mr. PARROTT also introduced a bill making 
eppropriations for the repair of certain military 
roads in Kansas Territory; which was read a first 
and second time, and referred to the Committee | 
on Military Affairs. 


PRISON FOR KANSAS. | 


Mr. PARROTT also introduced a bill making || 


appropriations for the erection of a public prison | 
in Kansas Territory; which was read a first and 


Territories. 
BILLS ON THE SPEAKER'S TABLE. 


Mr. KINGSBURY asked leave again to present 
the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the House take up the Senate bills lying 
on the Speaker's table, aud refer them to their appropriate 
committees, immediately after the House shall have com 
pleted its present order of business. 


Mr, MORRIS, of Illinois, objected. 
BILLS IN REFERENCE TO NEBRASKA. 
Mr. CRAIG, of Missouri. The Delegate from 


Nebraska is unable to be in his seat, being sick || 
at his hotel. He has sent me four bills and jeint 


li 


} 


| 
second time, and referred to the Committee on | 
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him, all referring to territorial matters. 
No objection being made, 
Mr. CRAIG, of Missouri, introduced the fol- 


lowing bills and joint resolution for Mr. Ferev- | 


son, of Nebraska; which were severally read a 


first and second time, and referred as indicated | 


below: 

A bill to complete the capitol buildings of Ne- 
braska Territory. 
Territories. 


A bill to authorize the Secretary of War to set- | 
tle and adjust the expenses incurred in defending | 
the frontier settlements of Nebraska against the | 
Referred to the Com- | 


Re- 


Indians in the year 1855. 

mittee on Military Affairs. 
A bill for the relief of Monroe D. Downs. 

ferred to the Committee on Public Lands. 
A joint resolution authorizing the accounting 


officers of the Treasury to adjust the expenses of | 


the board of commissioners appointed under a 


joint resolution of the Territorial Assembly of | 


Nebraska to prepare a code of laws for the gov- 


ernment of said Territory. Referred to the Com- 


mittee on Territories. 
CAPTAIN HIRAM PAULDING. 
Mr. FOSTER introduced a joint resolution 
tendering the thanks of Congress to Captain Hi- 


ram Paulding; which was read a first and second 
time. 


Mr. WRIGHT, of Georgia. Has notice of that || 


resolution been given ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is informed that 
it has. 

The resolution was then referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. FOSTER. 


the consideration of that resolution? 


The SPEAKER, Only by unanimous consent. | 
Is this a proper | 


Mr. WRIGHT, of Georgia. 
time to move a substitute for the resolution ? 

The SPEAKER. The resolution is not before 
the House for amendment. 


COST OF PUBLIC PRINTING. 


Mr. CRAGIN submitted the following resolu- 


tion; which was read, considered, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Superintendent of Public Printing be |! 
requested to report to this House the aggregate cost of the | 


public printing, including cost of paper, binding, engraving, 


lithographing, and electrotyping, ordered by the Thirty- | 


Third Congress; and also the aggregate cost of the same 
ordered by the Thirty-Fourth Congress. 


PREVENTION OF THE COOLY TRADE. 


Mr. WALTON asked unanimous consent to | 


introduce the following resolution: 
Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be in- 
structed to report a bill more effectually to prevent the slave 


‘*apprentices,’’ or of ** African labor importation compa 
nies,’’ or under any other name, or in any other words, the 


real purpose or effect of which may be, directly or indi- | 


rectly, immediately or ultimately, to make slaves of the per- 


| sons 80 procured and transported. 


Mr. HOUSTON objected. 
CHANGE IN NAMES OF VESSELS. 


Mr. COMINS submitted the following resolu- | 


tion; which was read, considered, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed || yead a first and second time, and referred to the 


to communicate to the House of Representatives the num- 
ber of vessels the names of which have been changed under 
the act of March 5, 1856, entitled ** An act authorizing the 


Secretary of the Treasury to change the names of vessels || 
in certain cases ;’’ also, by whom such vessels were owned | 
at the time of the change of names, and how many of | 


such vessels have been lost or foundered at sea ; and, also, 
the reasons assigned for changing the name of the late Uni- 
ted States mail steamship George Law, to that of Central 
America. 


MARINE HOSPITAL AT BOSTON. 
Mr. DAVIS, of ivfassachusetts, introduced a 


bill authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to | 


ascertain and pay the balance due on a tract of 
land heretofore ceded for the purpose of a marine 
hospital for the district of Boston and Charles- 
town, to the credit of the naval hospital fund; 


ferred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 
RESOLUTIONS OF NEW YORK LEGISLATURE. 


Mr. KELSEY presented concurrent resolutions 
of the State of New York, in favor of granting 
pensions to the surviving soldiers of Indian wars, 
from 1791 to 1795; which were laid upon the table, 
and ordered to be printed. 


Referred to the Committee on |) gentleman from Michigan, [Mr. 





Is it in order to fix a day for || 
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| resolutions, which he requests me to present for || Also, concurrent resolutions of the same body 


in reference to the distribution of arms to the »;;, 


 litia of the several States; which were referreg ,, 


the Committee on the Militia, and ordered to \, 
printed. 
DISTRIBUTION OF PUBLIC DOCUMENTs, 
Mr. MORGAN. [I offer the same joint rego}y. 
tion, respecting the distribution of certain pub 
documents, which was presented just now by) 


e " OWARD.] (hb. 
jection is withdrawn. 
Mr.SANDIDGE. I would like to inquire wha, 


| will be the effect of that joint resolution ? 


Mr. MORGAN. In reply to the gentleman’, 
inquiry, I will say this: by resolution of the Jas; 
Congress, two hundred and thirty-five copies of 
public documents were placed in the hands of th» 


| Secretary of the Interior for distribution amoy, 
|| the congressional districts. The Secretary of t\: 
| Interior sent seven copies to the seven Territories, 


and gave two to the District of Columbia, takiye 
out, in all, nine copies. The consequence Was, 
that nine congressional districts have been |»; 
without copies, and this joint resolution is to sup. 
ply the eer: The books are all on hand, 
and have not to be published. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed 


| and read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 


accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
Mr. FLORENCE moved to reconsider the yor; 

by which the joint resolution was passed; ay 

en moved to lay the motion to reconsider on the 


|| table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 
COURT OF CLAIMS. ; 

Mr. TAYLOR, of New York, introduced a bj! 
to amend anactentitled **Anactto establish a court 
for the investigation of claims against the United 
States;’’ which was read a first and second time, 
and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 


PAY OF THE ARMY AND NAVY. 


Mr. TAYLOR, of New York, also introduced 
a bill to regulate and equalize the pay of the Navy 
and Army; which was read a first and second 
time, and referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. ‘ 
INSTITUTION FOR PROMOTION OF SCIENCE. 


Mr. TAYLOR, of New York, also introduced 
a bill for the relief of the National Institute for 


| the Promotion of Science; which was read a first 


and second time, and referred to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 


PATENT OFFICE REPORT OF 1857. 
Mr. RUSSELL offered the following resolu- 


| tion: 
trade, under guise of the * cooly trade,” so-called, or of || 


Resolved, That the Committee on Printing be instructed 
to report to this House the proper number of copies of the 


| mechanical branch of the Patent Office report of 1857 to be 


printed for the use of this House. 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, objected. 
NEW YORK BARGE OFFICE. 
Mr. JOHN. COCHRANE introduced a }i 


making an appropriation for strengthening and 
securing the foundations of the United States 
barge office in the city of New York; which was 


Committee on Commerce. 
LANDS FOR AGRICULTURAL COLLEGES. 


Mr. JOHN COCHRANE also presented res 
lutions of the State Agricultural Society of '' 
State of New York, for the distribution of cert! 


portions of the public lands to the States and ‘Tu 


ritories, for the benefit of agricultural colles’s 


| therein; which were referred to the Committee 0! 


| Public Lands. 


CONVENTION OF ARTISTS. 
Mr. JOHN COCHRANE also offered the fo 


_ lowing resolution: 


Whereas, a convention of delegates from the differe™! 
art institutions of the United States is to be held in the ''' 


° : || of Washington on the 20th day of March, 1858: There!" 
which was read a first and second time, and re- | st onpicon he fob ng 


Resolved, ‘That the convention be allowed the use of He 
old Hall of Representatives for its meetings. 


Mr. BURNETT objected. 
NEW YORK AGRICULTURAL SOCIETY: 


Mr. HATCH. [hold in my hand resolutions 
of the Agricultural Society of the State of New 
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| York, and I desire to have them read. 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I object. 
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NIAGARA SHIP CANAL. 

\ir. RURROUGHS introduced a bill granting 
tong tothe Niagara ship canal in the State of New 
y. -k; which was read a first and second time. 
He moved that 1t be referred to a select committee 
‘y pine to be appointed by the Speaker. 

“Mr. COBB. ‘This 1s an important bill propos- 
‘o give away alarge quantity of lands. I move 


be referred to the Committee on Public | 


“Mr, LETCHER. Out of regard to my friend, 
who sits by me, (Mr. Jones, of Tennessee,] I 

we its reference to the Committee on Roads 
od Canals, as that committee has nothing to 


“Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I think it would 
a good thing for the country if many of these 
mmittees had less to do. 

\ir. BURROUGHS called for tellers on Mr. 

Lercwer’s motion. 
ollers were ordered; and Messrs. BurroveHs 
| Joun CocHRANE Were appointed. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported— 
356, noes 67. 











So the House refused to refer the bill to the Com- 


mittee on Roads and Canals. 
Mr. SHERMAN, of Ohio. 
hill be referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


I move that the | 


hat committee have always had charge of such | 


M r, COBB. I moved to refer it to the Commit- 
on Public Lands, because the bill makes an 

ippropriation of the public lands. 

The SPEAKER. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. BURROUGHS. 
motion to refer to the Committee on Commerce. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. WinsLow 
and BurFINTON Were appointed. 

Mr. SHERMAN, of Ohio. I withdraw the 


motion 


I ask for tellers on the | 


notion. 
Mr. COBB. As my friends around me wish to | 
indulge the gentleman from New York in having 


his bill referred to a select committee, I will with- | 


draw my motion to refer to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 
Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I move to lay the 
ill on the table. 
Mr. COVODE., Isitin order to move to lay the 


lillon the table in this stage of the proceedings? | 


| thought the order of the House provided thata 
lshould only be introduced for reference. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. It is in order, I 
imagine, ifa majority choose to send it there. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has some doubt 
whether the motion is in order. 

Mr. GROW. The same pointarose yesterday, 
and the Chair decided it was not in order. 

Mr. STANTON. [think the motion is not in 
der. The order of the House does not contem- 
plate that any action shall be taken on bills in- 
troduced. Now, sir, to lay a bill on the table is 


direct action on its merits, and I think is not in | 


order, 
The SPEAKER. The language of the order 
‘, that “the States be called, beginning where 


(he Speaker left off; upon such call members a 
a 


introduce bills for reference only, and of whic 
)revious notice has been given.’ 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. “ For reference 
only’ is the object of the member who introduces 
‘ne bill; but the House has power to dispose of 
en is re: I move that the bill be laid 

n the table, 

Mr. LOVEJOY. 

The SPEAKER. It is not. 

Mr. LOVEJOY. Then I object to debate. 

‘i Mr. STANTON. If you may lay it upon the 
‘vie you may engross and pass it. 

The SPEAKER. Unquestionably the bill 
could not be put upon its passage. 

Mr. STANTON. Then I submit that you can- 

‘lay it upon the table. 


Is debate in order? 


The House divided; and the tellers reported— 
ayes thirty-five; (a sufficient number. ) 

So the yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the negative—yeas 87, nays 101; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Ahl, Anderson, Atkins, Avery, Barks- 
dale, Bishop, Bocock, Bonham, Bowie, Boyce, Branch, 
Burnett, Burns, Caskie, John B. Ciark, Clay, Clingman, 
Cobb, Cockerill, Cox, Burton Craige, Crawford, Davidson, 
Davis of Indiana, Dewart, Dowdell, Edmundson, Elliott, 
Faulkner, Florence, Foley, Garnett, Gartrell, Gillis, Gregg, 
Groesbeck, Thomas L. Harris, Hill, Hopkins, Houston, 


Hughes, Huyler, Jackson, Jenkins, Jewett, George W. | 


Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Owen Jones, Jacob M. Kunkel, 
Lamar, Landy, Leidy, Letcher, Maclay, McQueen, Samuel 
S. Marshall, Mason, Maynard, Millson, Moore, Isaac N. 
Morris, Niblack, Pendleton, Peyton, Powell, Quitman, 
Ready, Reagan, Reilly, Ruffin, Seales, Aaron Shaw, Henry 
M. Shaw, Shorter, Singleton, Robert Smith, Samuel A. 
Smith, Stallworth, Stevenson, James A. Stewart, Talbot, 
Miles Taylor, 'T'rippe, Warren, Watkins, Winslow, and 
John V. Wright—87. 

NAYS—Messrs. Abbott, Adrain, Arnold, Bennett, Bing- 


| ham, Blair, Bliss, Brayton, Bryan, Buffintun, Burlingame, 


Burroughs, Campbell, Case, Chaffee, Ezra Clark, Clawson, 
John Cochrane, Colfax, Comins, Corning, Covode, Cragin 
James Craig, Curtis, Damrell, Davis of Maryland, Davis ot 
Massachusetts, Dawes, Dean, Dick, Durfee, English, Farns- 
worth, Foster, Giddings, Gilman, Gooch, Granger, Law- 
rence W. Hall, Robert B. Hall, Harlan, J. Morrison Harris, 
Hatch, Hoard, Horton, Howard, Kellogg, Kelsey, Kilgore, 
Knapp, John C. Kunkel, Leach, Leiter, Lovejoy, Hum- 


| phrey Marshall, Montgomery, Morgan, Morrill, Edward Joy 
| Morris, Freeman H. Morse, Oliver A. Morse, Mott, Olin, 


Palmer, Parker, Pettit, Phelps, Phillips, Pike, Potter, Potue, 
Ricaud, Ritchie, Roberts, Royce, Russell, Sundidge, Sear- 
ing, Seward, John Sherman, Judson W. Sherman, Spinner, 
Stanton, William Stewart, George Taylor, Thayer, Thomp- 


| son, Tompkins, Underwood, Wade, Walbridge, Waldron, 





Mr, JONES, of Tennessee. Does the Chair | 


“cide that my motion is in order ? 
The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it is not 


0 order, 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Then I make an- 


ther motion i 


“*¢ upon that I demand the yeas and nays; and 
‘sk for tellers on the yeas and nays. 


_tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Cratce, of | 


‘orth € 


1. I move to refer the bill to the | 
“uumittee of the Whole onthe state of the Union, | 


arolina, and Wa.pron were appointed. | 


Walton, Cadwalader C. Washburn, Ellihu B. Washburne, 
Israel Washburn, Wilson, Woodson, Wortendyke, and 
Augustus R. Wright—101. 


So the House refused to refer the bill to the 


Committee of the Whole on the state of the | 


Union. 

Pending the call, 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia, stated that had 
he been in the Hall when his name was called he 
should have voted in the affirmative. 

Mr. GROW stated that Mr. Fenton had been 
called home by urgent business, and had paired 
off with Mr. Ketry. 

Mr. FAULKNER stated that Mr. Goopr was 
absent from indisposition. 


The question recurred upon the motion to refer | 


the bill to a select committee. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 
the bill to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. BURROUGHS. That motion has been 
once made. 

The SPEAKER. It was withdrawn. 
House did not vote on it. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 
and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the negative—yeas 83, nays 94; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Adrain, Ahl, Atkins, Avery, Barksdale, 
Bishop, Bocock, Bonham, Bowie, Boyce, Bryan, Burnett, 
Caskie, Chapman, John B. Clark, Clingman, Cobb, Cock- 
erill, James Craig, Burton Craige, Crawford, Damrell, Da- 
vidson, Davis of Indiana, Dean, Dowdell, Edmundson, 
Elliott, Faulkner, Florence, Foley, Garnett, Gartrell, Gillis, 
Greenwood, Hopkins, Houston, Huyler, Jackson, Jenkins, 


The 


I call for the yeas 


| Jewett, George W. Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Owen Jones, 


Jacob M. Kunkel, Lamar, Landy, Lawrence, Leidy, Mc- 
Queen, Samuel 8. Marshall, Mason, Maynard, Millson, 
Montgomery, Moore, Isaac N. Morris, Niblack, Pendleton, 
Peyton, Phillips, Powell, Quitman, Ready, Reagan, Reilly, 
Ruffin, Sandidge, Savage, Scales, Aaron Shaw, Henry M. 
Shaw, Shorter, Robert Smith, Samuel A. Smith, Steven- 
son, James A. Stewart, Talbot, Miles Taylor, Watkins, 
Winslow, Wortendyke, and John V. Wright—83. 

NAYS — Messrs. Abbott, Arnold, Bennett, Bingham, 
Blair, Bliss, Brayton, Butlinton, Burlingame, Burns, Bur- 
roughs, Campbell, Case, Cliaffee, Ezra Clark, Horace F. 
Clark, Clawson, John Cochrane, Coltax, Comins, Corning, 
Covode, Cox, Cragin, Curtis, Davis of Maryland, Davis of 
Massachusetts, Davis of lowa, Dawes, Dick, Dodd, Durfee, 
Farnsworth, Foster, Gilman, Goodwin, Grow, Lawrence 
W. Hall, Robert B. Hall, Harlan, J. Morrison Harris, 
Hatch, Hoard, Horton, Howard, Kellogg, Kelsey, Kilgore, 
Knapp, Leach, Leiter, Lovejoy, Humphrey Marshall, Mor- 
gan, Morrill, Edward Joy Morris, Freeman H. Morse, Oliver 
A. Morse, Murray, Olin, Paimer, Parker, Pettit, Potter, Pot- 
tle, Purviance, Ricaud, Ritchie, Rober!s, Royce, Russell, 
Searing, Seward, John Sherman, Judson W. Sherman, 
Singleton, Spinner, Stanton, William Stewart, George 
Taylor, Thayer, Thompson, Tompkins, Underwood,Wade, 
Walbridge, Waldron, Walton, Warren, Cadwalader C, 
Washburn, Ellihu B. Washburne, Israel Washburn, Wood- 
son, and Augustus R. Wright—94. 


So the House refused to refer the bill to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 


The question was then taken on the motion to | 


refer the bill to a select committee of nine; and it 
was agreed to. 


I move to refer 
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CUSTOM-HOUSE AT SAG HARBOR. 


Mr. SEARING submitted the following reso- 
lution; which was read, considered, and agreed to: 
Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be, and they 
are hereby, instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
erecting a custom-house and post office in the village of Sag 
Harbor, New York; and that they report by bill or other- 


| Wise. 


COMPENSATION OF CERTAIN POSTMASTERS. 


Mr. SPINNER, by unanimous consent, intro- 
duced the following resolution; which was read, 
considered, and agreed to: 


Whereas, by ajoint resolution of Congress, approved April 
27th, 1816, the Secretary of State is required to compile and 
print, once in two years, a register which shall contain “ cor- 
rect lists of the officers and agents, civil, military, and naval, 
in the service of the United States, and which shall exhibit 
the amount of compensation, pay, and emoluments allowed 


| to each officer ;”’ and whereas, it appears from the register 


lately published by the present Secretary of State that the 
postinasters of New York, Philadelphia, Baltimore, New 
Orleans, and other principal cities, receive $2,000 per an 
num, Only ; and whereas, itis the generally received opinion 
that in addition to a compensation of $2,000 per annum, 
postmasters in all cities receive large emoluments in the 
shape of box-rents ; and whereas, postmasters are required 
by law to report to the Postmaster General, under oath, the 
amounts collected at their respective offices for box rents : 
Therefore, 

Be it resolved, That the Postmaster General be directed 
to furnish the House of Representatives with a statement 
showing the amount collected for box-rent at the principal 


| post offices for the year ending June 3C, 1857; and that he 


be also directed to inform the House of Representatives 
whether the respective amounts set opposite the names of 
postmasters in the biennial register, include all emolu- 
ments retained by said postmasters, or whether said amounts 
exhibit the compensation alone, exclusive of emoluments. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 
Mr. ANDREWS offered the following resolu- 


tion: 

Resolved, That Thomas Duer, of Monroe county, State 
of New York, have leave to withdraw his petition and the 
accompanying papers, a copy thereof being retained on the 
files of this House. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I object. 

Mr. ANDREWS. Itis proposed to leave copies 
on the files of the House. I hope the gentleman 
will withdraw his objection. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. The gentleman can 
take copies, and leave the originals here. 


ELECTION OF POSTMASTERS. 
Mr. HOARD offered the following resolution; 


| which was read, considered, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be in- 
structed to inquire into the propriety of providing by law for 
thé election of postmasters by the legal voters doing busi- 
ness at the several post offices of the United States. 


MARINE HOSPITAL AT PLATTSBURG. 


Mr. PALMER introduced a bill to provide for 
the construction of a marine hospital at Platts- 
burg, in the State of New York; which was read 
a first and second time, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 


BREAKWATER, ETC., AT PLATTSBURG. 
Mr. PALMER also introduced a bill for the 


completion of the breakwater at Plattsburg, New 
York, and the erection of light-houses thereon; 
which was read a first and second time, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 


JOB STAFFORD. 


Mr. PALMER submitted the following reso- 
lution; which was read, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Private Land Claims 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of granting to 
Job Stafford, of the State of New York,avho was a soldier 
in the war of 1812, one hundred and sixty acres of land, in 
consideration of his having been engaged in an action with 
the enemy, and totally disabled by a cannon-ball from a 
British war-brig or gunboat, at the mouth of the river Bo- 
quet, on the 13th of May, 1814. 


DUTY ON COAL AND IRON. 
Mr. DEWART offered the following resolu- 


tion: 

Resolved, That the Committee of Ways and Means be 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of so altering the 
revenue laws as to increase the duty on coal and iron. 


Mr. LETCHER objected. 


PUBLIC BUILDINGS AT CAMDEN. 


Mr. CLAWSON offered the following resolu- 
tion; which was read, considered, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That tie Committee on Commerce be instructed 
to inquire into the expediency of purchasing a site and con- 


| structing a building for a post office and custom -house at 


Camden, New Jersey. 
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EXTENSION OF BOUNTY LAND LAW. 


Mr. CLAWSON also introduced a bill to extend | 
the provisions of the act entitled ‘* An actin ad- 
dition to certain acts granting bounty lands to cer- 
tain officers and soldiers who have been engaged 
in the military service of the United States,’’ to 
the officers and soldiers of the companies of Cap- 
tains John Scull and Robert Smith, of Gloucester 
county, New Jersey; which was read a first and 
second time, and referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 


ADMISSION OF KANSAS. 


Mr. MONTGOMERY introduced a bill to pro- 
vide for the admission of Kansas into the Union; 
which was read a first and second time. 

Mr. PHELPS. Has notice of that bill been 
given? 

Mr. MONTGOMERY. It has been given. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Read the bill. 

The bill was read. It provides for the calling 
of an extra session of the Legislature of the Ter- 
ritory of Kansas, which shall apportion the Ter- 
ritory into sixty districts, from which delegates 
shall be elected, to whom shall be referred the 
Lecompton constitution, with power to amend the 
same. The amendments to be referred to a vote 
of the people. 

Mr. MONTGOMERY. I move that the bill 
be referred to the select committee having charge 
of the subject. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. I move to refer 
the bill to the Committee on Territories. 

Mr. MORRIS, of Illinois. I move to lay the 
motion of the gentleman from Georgia on the 
table. 


Mr. PHELPS. That will carry the bill with 


it. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair cannot entertain 
& motion to lay on the table a motion to refer. 
Mr. HUGHES. I call for the yeas and nays 
on the motion of the gentleman from Georgia. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the negative—yeas 93, nays 105; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Ahi, Anderson, Atkins, Avery, Barks 
dale, Bishop, Bocock, Bowie, Branch, Bryan, Burnett, 
Burns, Caskie, John B. Clark, Clay, Clingman, Cobb, 
John Cochrane, Corning, James Craig, Burton Craige, 
Crawford, Curry, Dowdell, Edmundson, Elliott, Eustis, 
Faulkner, Florence, Garnett, Gartrell, Gillis, Greenwood, 
Gregg, Hatch, Hawkins, Uopkins, Houston, Hughes, Huy- 
ler, Jackson, Jenkins, Jewett, George W. Jones, J. Glancy 
Joues, Owen Jones, Jacob M. Kunkel, Lamar, Landy, 
Leidy, Leteher, Maclay, McQueen, Mason, Maynard, 
Millson, Moore, Niblack, Peyton, Phelps, Phillips, Powell, 
Quitman, Ready, Reagan, Reilly, Ricaud, Ruthin, Russell, 
Sandidge, Savage, Scales, Seward, Henry M. Shaw, Short- 
er, Singleton, Samuel A. Smith, Stallworth, Sephens, Ste- 
venson, James A. Stewart, Talbot, George Taylor, Miles 
Taylor, Trippe, Ward, Warren, Watkins, White, Woodson, 
Wortendyke, Augustus R. Wright, and John V. Wright— 
93. 

NAYS—Messrs. Abbott, Adrain, Andrews, Bennett, Bil- 
linghurst, Bingham, Blair, Bliss, Brayton, Buflinton, Bur- 
lingame, Burroughs, Campbell, Case, Chaffee, Chapman, 
Ezra Clark, Horace F. Clark, Clawson, Cockerill, Colfax, 
Comins, Covode, Cox, Cragin, Curtis, Damreil, Davis ot 
Maryland, Davis of Indiana, Davis of Massachusetts, Davis 
of Lowa, Dawes, Dean, Dewart, Dick, Dodd, Durtec, Foley, 
Poster, Giddings, Gilman, Giimer, Gooch, Goodwin, Gran- 

er, Groesbeck, Grow, Lawrence W. Hall, Robert B. Hall, 
darian, dioard, Horton, Howard, Kellogg, Kelsey, Kilgore, 
Knapp, John C. Kunkel, Lawrence, Leach, Leiter, Love- 
joy, McKibbin, Humphrey Marshall, Samuel! 8. Marshall, 
Matteson, Montgomery, Morgan, Morrill, Edward Joy Mor- 
ris, Isaac N. Morris, Freeman H. Morse, Mott, Murray, 
Nichols, Olin, Palmer, Parker, Pendieton, Pettt, Potter, 
Pottle, Purvianece, Ritchie, Roberts, Royce, Aaron Shaw, 
John Sherman, Judson W. Sherman, Robert Smith, Spin- 


ner, Stanton, William Stewart, Tappan, Thayer, Thomp- | 


son, Tompkins, Unglerwood, Wade, Wailbridge, Waldron, 
Walten, Cadwalader C. Washburn, Ellihu B. Washburne, 
and Israel Washburn—105. 


So the House refused to refer the bill to the 
Committee on Territories. 

Pending the call of the roll, 

Mr. McQUEEN stated that his colleague, Mr. 
Kerrt, had paired off with Mr. Clark B. Cocn- 
RANE. 

Mr. CLAWSON stated that his colleague, Mr. 
Rossiws, had paired off with Mr. Wurretey. 


Mr. COVODE stated that Mr. Mutter had | 


paired off with Mr. Epis. 
Mr. BONHAM stated that his colleague, Mr. 
Mixes, was detained from the House by indispo- 


_ sition; and that he [Mr. Bonnam] should have | 
voted *‘ay’’ if he had been within the bar when | 


his name was called. 


Mr. HALL, of Massachusetts, stated that Mr. 
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Woop was detained from the House by indispo- 
sition. 

The bill was then referred to the select commit- 
tee on Kansas Affairs. 


DUTIES ON IMPORTS. 


Mr. PURVIANCE asked the unanimous con- 
sent of the House to introduce the following res- 
olution: 

Resolved, That the Committee of Ways and Means be 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of reporting a bill 
changing the duties On imports, so as to give increased and 
adequate protection to American manufactures ; to abolish 
the warehousing system; establish a home valuation, and 
provide additional securities against defaications of officers 
connected with the collection of the public revenue. 


Mr. McQUEEN objecied. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 
A message was received from the Senate, by 


Mr. Hickey, one of their clerks, informing the | 


House that the Senate had passed bills of the fol- 
lowing titles, in which he was directed to ask the 
concurrence of the House: 

An act for the relief of the owners of the brig 
Attica, of Portland, Maine; and 

An act for the relief of James Bawden. 


BANK OF PENNSYLVANIA. 
Mr. FLORENCE. [ask the unanimous con- 
sent of the House to introduce the following reso- 
Jution: 


Whereas, the commissioners appointed by the Governor 
of the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania to investigate into 
the condition and affairs of the Bank of Pennsylvania, in 


the city of Philadelphia, in their report recently made, refer- | 


ring to certain expenditures, have stated that * to one of 
these accounts $25,000 is charged, which was given as a 


compensation to one individual, for services rendered in | 


effecting the sale of the banking-house to the Government 
for a post office ;’’ and rumor having connected these trans- 
actions with persons holding high official position under the 
General Government, it becomes important to ascertain the 
truth thereof: Theretore, 

Be it resolved, That a committee of five be appointed to 
investigate the matter, with power to send for persons and 
papers, and to report at any time. 


Mr. LETCHER. If the gentleman will strike 
out that part of the resolution which provides for 
a select committee, and insert Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads, I will not object. 
We already have nine select committees, and we 
shall soon all be on select committees if we go on 
at this rate. 

Mr. FLORENCE. I hope that will not be done. 
I think the whole matter will be disposed of by 
the examination of three witnesses, 

Mr. LETCHER,. What objection is there to 
sending it to the Post Office Committee? 

Mr. FLORENCE. Because the Committee on 


the Post Office and Post Roads have already more | 


business on hand than they can dispose of, and 


it is important that we should have immediate ac- | 
I trust my friend from Vir- | 


tion on the subject. 
ginia will not interpose an objection. 

Mr. LETCHER. Well, F will withdraw my 
objection. . 

Mr, CLEMENS. I believe we have five or six 
select committees now. I move to lay the reso- 
lution on the table. 

Mr. FLORENCE. I trust the gentleman from 
Virginia will accede at leastto this proposition ? 

The SPEAKER. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. FLORENCE. Here are high officials 
{cries of ** Order a charged with misfeasance, 
and the gentleman objects to an 

The SPEAKER. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. FLORENCE. I trust the gentleman will 
withdraw his motion and his objection. 

Mr. CLEMENS. I do not understand that 
any officers 

Mr. FLORENCE. I was about to state that 
the objection came too late, as the question was 








about being propounded, all objection having || 


been withdrawn. 
Mr. CLEMENS. Ido not understand that any 


officer of the Government, either now or in the | 


past, is included in the subject-matter of that res- 
olution. 

Mr. MORRIS, of Pennsylvania. This charge 
was made in an official report to the Legislature 
of Pennsylvania. . 

Mr. CLEMENS. Against whom? 

Mr. MORRIS, of Pennsylvania. Against cer- 
tain persons connected with the Government. 

Rng CLEMENS. I withdraw my objection 
then, 

The resolution was then agreed to. 


| Mr. LETCHER. 





xs March 16, 


PENSION ACTS. 


Mr. FLORENCE introduced a joint resol), 
declaratory of the pension acts granting PENSions 
to widows for the revolutionary services of t\,... 
husbands; which was read a first and second time 
and referred to the Committee on Revolutiona;, 
Pensions. / 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS, 


Mr. FLORENCE asked unanimous consen; ty 
introduce the following resolution: 


Resolved, That the consent of the House is given to +, 

| withdrawal of the petition and papers of Rebecca J, B),) 

| sall from the Court of Claims, to be referred to a standiy, 

| committee of this body; and also to the withdrawa) of }),. 

|| petition and papers of the heirs of General Harry Mjj),,, 

|| from the files of this House, to be referred to a committe. 
in the Senate. 








I have no objection to the 
|| last part of that resolution, but I have to the firsy. 
Mr. FLORENCE. Well, I will take the fis, 
part out, and leave the second standing. 
The resolution was modified accordingly; and, 
as modified, agreed to. 


COLONEL CRABB. 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. I had the honor, some 
time since, to present a resolution to the House, 
which was adopted, calling upon the President for 
information in regard to the massacre of Colone| 
Crabb and his men, upon the limits of the Repub. 
lic of Mexico. I have in my hand the response 
which has been made by the President to that 
call. 1 have not yet had time to read it entirely, 
It contains, however, very important information 
which requires, to some extent, the action of the 
Government. Iask the unanimous consent of 
the House that it be referred to the Committee op 
Foreign Affairs. 

No objection was made, and it was so referred, 


PAY OF BOOK-FOLDERS. 


Mr. FLORENCE asked unanimous consent to 
introduce the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the Clerk of the House of Representatives 
be directed to pay, out of the contingent fund, to the eigitt 
book-folders in the folding-room, the rate of three dollars 
each per diem, beginning with the present session: Pro- 
vided, That no greater number be employed, unless under 
the direction and by order of the Committee of Accounts. 


Mr. RUFFIN objected. 


ADJOURNMENT OF CONGRESS. 


Mr. COVODE introduced the following con- 
current resolution; which was read, considered, 
and agreed to: 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of 
the United States of America in Congress assembled, That 
the President of the Senate and Speaker of the House of 
Representatives declare their respective Houses adjourned 
sine die on the first Monday of June next, at twelve o'clock, 
meridian. 


Mr. FLORENCE moved toreconsider the vote 
by which the resolution was adopted; and also 
moved to lay the motion to reconsider on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


INFORMATION CONCERNING KANSAS. 


Mr. GROW asked unanimous consent to offer 
the following resolution: 


Resolved, That the President be requested to communt- 
cate to the House copies of all instructions, by himsell or 
any head of Department, to the Governor or other exec: 
tive officer in the Territory of Kansas, and all correspond: 
ence with the same, together with a copy of the executive 
minutes of said Territory not already communicated to the 
House. Also, a copy of the constitution formed at Le- 
compton, together with a copy of the census and returns 0! 
the votes in the election of delegates to said convention |i 
each election precinct in said Territory ; and the returiis "' 
the election held in said Territory on the 2Ist of December 
last and 4th of January last, with the number of votes tien 
polled respectively in each election precinct in said Tern: 
tory, and copies of any other official papers in possession 
|| of the Secretary of State relative to Kansas affairs, not & 
ready communicated to Congress. 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, objected. 
ADMISSION OF KANSAS—AGAIN. 


Mr. REILLY offered to introduce a bill for the 
admission of Kansas into the Union. 

Several Memsers. Read the bill. 

Mr. SEWARD. No good can grow out of 
the introduction of so many bills on this subjech 
and I object. 

Mr. GROW. Has notice of that bill been 

iven? 

Mr. REILLY. It has not been. 

Mr. SEWARD. Then I object. 
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MARYLAND HISTORICAL SOCIETY. 


Mr. HARRIS, of Maryland, presented a me- 
‘rial of the Historical Society of Maryland; 
epich was referred to the Joint Committee on 
Library. 
HARBOR OF ANNAPOLIS. 


Vr. BOWIE introduced a bill to improve the 

ybor at Annapolis, in the State of Maryland; 
hich was read a first and second time, and re- 
“cred to the Committee on Commerce. 


m 


pUTIES OF THE UNITED STATES CONSULS. 


Mr. BOWIE, also introduced a bill further to 
iefine and prescribe the duties of the consuls of 
the United States, in foreign ports; which was 
oad afirstand second time and referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 


NATIONAL FOUNDERIES. 
Mr. KUNKEL, of Maryland, offered the fol- 


lowing resolution: 

Resolved. by the Senate and House of Representatives of 
theUnited States of America in Congress assembled, That the 
President of the United States be requested, and he is hereby 
suthorized, to direct examinations to be made by a board of 
sompetent officers, selected from the Army and Navy, of 
suitaple locations for three national founderies,for the manu- 
facture of cannon, projectiles, and other munitions of war, 
and castings for the service of the United States; and that 
roe report of said board of examiners, when made, be com- 

sunieated to Congress as soon as practicable. 


Mr. DEAN. I object. 
CAPTORS OF TENDER OF THE DAUNTLESS. 


Mr. STEWART, of Maryland, offered the fol- 
lowing resolution; which was read, considered, 
and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Publi¢ Lands be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of extending the 
provisions of the bounty land laws to the gallant captors ot 
the tender, with eighteen men, from the British ship of-war 
Dauntless, in the war of 1812, in the waters of Choptank 
ver; With power to report by bill or otherwise. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


Mr. STEWART, of Maryland, also offered the 
following resolution; which was read, considered, 
and agreed to: 

Resolved, That permission be granted to Doctor Bernard 
M. Byrne to withdraw his petition and accompanying papers 
as to losses in the Florida war, from the files of the House, 


for the purpose of transmitting the same to a committee of 
the Senate. 


AMENDMENT OF PATENT LAWS. 


Mr. STEWART, of Maryland, by unanimous 
consent, reported from the Committee on Patents, 
abillto amend the several acts now in force in 
reference to the Patent Office; which was read a 
firstand second time, referred to the Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, moved to reconsider 
the vote by which the bill was referred to the Com- 
mittee ’of the Whole on the state of the Union, and 
also moved to lay the motion to reconsider on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 
Mr. STANTON. I rise to a privileged ques- 
tion. I move to reconsider the vote by which the 
ill introduced by the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania (Mr. Montcomery] was referred to the 
select committee; and I also move to lay the mo- 
tion to reconsider on the table. 

The SPEAKER. The motion is not necessary. 
The bill cannot be brought back by a motion to 
reconsider, 

NATIONAL FOUNDERIES. 


Mr. KUNKEL, of Maryland. I desire to move 
structions to the Committee on Naval Affairs, 
that they inquire into the expediency of con- 
Sracting three national founderies. I hope gen- 
Yemen will not object to that. 
; Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. The gentleman 
from Maryland can offer a resolution like this: 

Resolved, that the Committee on Naval Affairs 
“lustructed to inquire into the propriety of pro- 
posing the following joint resolution.” 


Mr. DEAN. I object. 
MEMORIAL OF THE LEGISLATURE OF UTAH. 
The SPEAKER laid before the House a me- 


mori: Po 
Horial from the members and officers of the Le- || 


eaive Assembly of the Territory of Utah to 
 F resident and Congress of the United States. 
(Calls of “Read! read Ts 





| Mr. CLINGMAN. [I object to its being read. 

I move that it be laid on the table, and ordered to 

be printed; or that it be referred to the Commit- 

ice on Territories. 

The SPEAKER submitted the question, * Shall 
the paper be read?’ and it was decided in the 
alirmative. 

The memorial was read, as follows: 

Memorial from the members and officers of the Legislative 
Assembly of the Terriiory of Uiah, to the President and 
Congress of the United States: 

GENTLEMEN: Your memorialists beg leave to represent 
that, at the last session of the Legislative Assembly of this 
Territory, resolutions and a memorial to the Presideut of the 
United States were adopted, and presented to him, which 
partially set forth our grievances, and made known to the 
Government at Washington our desires and wishes in regard 
to the appointment of the Federal officers for Utah. We have 
received no response to these documents, unless it is to be 
understood that the appointment of a full set of officers for 
this Territory, backed by an army to enforee them upon us 
—as reported by common rumor to have been ordered and 
fitted out, and sent to this Territory by the President—is to 
be deemed an answer. Certain it is that such an army is 
now invading our Territory, claiming to have been sent by 
the authority of the President of the United States. 

We now torward to you, respectively, to wit: the Presi 
dent and each House of Congress, a printed copy of those 
resolutions and memorial; and if it is true that the army 
now menacing this Territory is at the instance of the Pres- 
ident, and by the authority of the Government, we request 
to be informed of the fact, and why it is so; for what rea- 
sons our resolutions and memorial are treated with silent 
contempt, and a hostile course pursued towards an unof 
fending people ; why it is that our eastern mails have been 
stopped, and the communication between this Territory 
and the General Government cut off? 

If officers had been appointed and sent in accordance 
with the voice of the people, as ever should be the only 
course in a republican government, there would have been 
no need of an army being sent here. Were the resolu- 
tions and memorial disrespectful or defiant? Read them 
again, and sce. ‘There is not a word or sentiment in them 
that can fairly be construed to throw obstacles of any kind 
in the way of good men that might be appointed to rule over 

| us; they simply express a fixed determination not to sub- 
| mit to the misrule of corrupt demagogues who are a disgrace 
to the Government, and who, as subsequent events have 
proved, expended their time in endeavoring to create a dis- 
turbance between us and the General Government. Cannot 
American citizens, upon American soil, be heard in their 
own detense? Can they not petition the parent Govern- 
ment Without incurring its hot displeasure? Are we to be 
sacrificed because lying officials and anonymous letter- 
writers wish it so? And does the Government rely upon 
their false statements to base its action—and such action ; 
to send an army compromising the constitutional rights, the 
liberties, of freemen? Are the horrid scenes of Missouri 
and [llinois to be reénacted by the General Government? 

Are we to be robbed and plundered, our best men slain, and 

the residue again driven from their homes by a merciless 

and infuriated soldiery under authority usurped by the Gen- 
eral Government? Do you notknow, gentlemen, that when 

Government ceases to perform its legitimate functions to 

| the people, and to protect them in their inalienable rights, 
among which, as our fathers declared, are ** life, liberty, and 
the pursuit of happiness,*’ and secks to oppress and destroy ; 
| it becomes an object of dread, of terror, a foul disgrace to 

its name, and cannot expect the support, respect, and es- 
teem which should be its pride, and is its duty to inspire? 
We appeal to you as American citizens who have been 
wronged, insulted, zbused, and persecuied; driven before 
our relentless foes from cily to city, from State to State, 
until we were finally expelled from the confines of civil- 
ization, to seek a shelter in a barren, inhospitable clime, 
amid the wild and savage tribes of the desert plain. We 
claim to be a portion of the people, and as such have rights 
which must be respected, and which we have a right to de- 
mand. We claim that in a republican fori of government, 
such as our fathers established, and such as ours still pro- 
fesses to be, the officers are and should be the servants of 
the people, and not their masters, dictators, or tyrants. 

To the numerous charges of our enemies we plead not 
guilty, andchallenge the world, before any just tribunal, to 
the proof. Are we mistaken in our views in regard to the 
policy and intention of Government? We hope that you 
Will prove to us that we are. We ask you to reconsider the 
course that has been taken; to evince, by some act of re- 
turning justice, that you respect our coustitutional rights, 
and see whether it will not lighten the burden of oppres- 
sion which you have inflicted; and thai the people may 
have just cause to rejoice in and applaud—not condemn— 
your acts, withdraw your troops, and give us a voice in the 
selection of our oilicers; thus proving to us your willingness 
to extend peace, rather than war. True, this Territory isa 
part of the public domain of the United States ; but how was 
it acquired ? Did not the people of Utah furnish, at the call of 
the Government, an altogether unprecedented quota of 
troops to aid in the war then raging with Mexico ; and that, 
too, under the most adverse circumstances? And did not the 
people settle that Territory while it was still under the do- 

| minion of Mexico? And did not the Goverument discharge 
| the Mormon battalion in an enemy’s country, after a most 
| toilsome march of over two thousand miles, without fur- 
nishing them the means toreturn? Your present acts would 

deprive of life and liberty those very men who so gallantly 
periled their lives for the common good. We do not charge 
the acts of his predecessors upon the present incumbent ; 

but now restore unto us our rights in Missouri and other 
States, of which we were most inhumanly robbed ; rein- 

state and guaranty unto us the peaceful possession of 
lands, for which you have taken and yet retain our money ; 
|| bring to justice the murderers of Joseph and Hyram Smith, 
{| who were massacred while in the custody of the law, un- 
|| der the pledged faith of a sovereign State ; punish the as- 
i) sassins of Parley P. Pratt, who slew their unresisting victim 


| 
| 
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beneath the portals of the court which had pronounced him 
guiltless ; restore unto us gur political, religious, and inai- 
enable rights, that we may have reason to believe that you 
are our friends, and not our enemies; execute justice and 
judgment upon the guilty, and spare the innocent; let truth, 
honesty, industry, love of right and liberty, stand unmo- 
lested and protected by your acts, as they are by the very 
genius of our loved institutions. Do that, and you will do 
more towards rescuing our beloved country from its foul 
pollution and its fearful doom, than can be accomplished 
by endeavoring to destroy a people who, under the broad 
folds of the Constitution, deem it no sin to unite in wor 

shiping God according to the dictates of their own con 

sciences. Pay us a few hundred thousand dollars, which 
the Government honestly owe us for suppressing Indian 
hostiliues, and maintaining peaceful relations with the na- 
tive tribes, instead of expending millions to deprive a portion 
of your citizens of * life, liberty, and the pursuit of happi- 
ness.’’ Try on the plaster of friendly intercourse and hon- 
orable dealing, instead of foul aggression and war. Treat 
us as friends—as citizens entitled to and possessing eqnal 
rights with our fellows—and not as “ alien enemies,” lest 
you make us such. 

You have never cherished nor fostered this as you have 
other ‘Territories, though having more claim to your gene- 
rosity, forbearance, and protection. In 1856, we adopted a 
republican constitution and form of government, and for- 
warded those documents, a census report, and a petition to 
be admitted into the Union as a free, sovereign, and inde- 
pendent State, but an unhallowed prejudice was so strong 
against us that our Delegate found no member of Congress 


* willing to present and advocate our position. Why not grant 


us admission, and thereby, at the same time, act justly and 
peacefully and wisely dispose of a vexed question? You 
have appointed, the newspapers state, a full set of officials 
for Utah from among entire strangers, and to do so were 
obliged to hawk about the offices from State to State, every 
honorable and principled man indignantly declining your 
appointments, until at length you succeeded in finding the 
requisite number from among the reckless, the drunken, 
the unprincipled, the dissolute, the houseless, and penniless, 
who alone feel the need of the backing afforded by bayonets, 
and for this reason had far better remain where society is 
more congenial to their depraved and corrupt tastes. No 
doubt such is the character of the present appointees, for 
whatother class would accept offices among a people where 
they well knew they were not wanted, and hence had no 
right officially to hes All we have further to say of them 
is, they had better tarry with their friends, if they really have 
any. 

We claim that we should have the privilege, as we have 
the constitutional right, to choose our own rulers and make 
our own laws, without let or hindrance. Examine our re- 


| ports, our laws, our acts, they have ever been before the 


public—they speak for themselves. All we want is the 
truth and fairplay. The Administration have been imposed 
upon by false and designing men ; their acts have been pre- 
cipitate and hasty, perhaps through lack of due considera- 
tion. Please to let us know what you want of us before 
you prepare your halters to hang, or ** apply the Knife to cut 
out the loathsome and disgusting ulcer???’ Do you wish us 
to deny our God andrenounce our religion? That we shall 
notdo. We are at the defiance of earth and hell to prove 
that we have done aught to offend the coop. You have not 
extended to Utah so much as the customary usage of in 

vestigation, which would have placed in your possession 
the facts in the case. Do you wish us to permit a hireling 
soldiery to come into our settlements? If so, for what ob- 
ject? Is it to protect the citizens in their rights? That is 
needless, because those rights have never been the least 
infringed upon in Utah; and we are far better prepared to 
protect ourselves than when we first settled in this Terri- 
tory, while our young and healthy men were in the United 
States Army in Mexico. United States troops, acting in 
their legitimate capacity, are only sent to protect the citizens 
or suppress insurrection, and never, in any case, to make 
war upon the people. We feel as competent to protect 
ourselves as we have hitherto, and there is no insurrection 


| to quell. 


That ‘‘ white heap’? within our borders contains some- 
thing besides meal; there are the deadly fangs to hold the 
innocent prisoners still, while assassins kill them. We shall 
not again hold still, while fetters are being forged to bind us. 
We have no confidence to believe the present a harmiess 
demonstration, intended for our good. The troops, which 
claim to have been sent by the Government, have openly 
said, from the time they have left the Missouri river, and 
even before, that they were coming to destroy the leaders 
of our people, and that that was their object. ‘Vhat has been 


| their constant speech by day, and the burden of their songs 


by night. They have threatened to take our lives, and to 
sport at pleasure with our wives and daughters. That is 


| their openly avowed object, but woe to all who undertake 


to accomplish it. We trust, therefore, that you will excuse 
us if we do not entertain a very exalted idea of your hu- 
mane (?) intentions, in sending armies hither. Give us our 
constitutional rights; they are all we ask, and them we 
have a right to expect. For them we contend, and feel 
alone justified in so doing. 

We are aware that we have many enemies, and that they 
make a strong party against us. From them we expect no 
mercy. A large portion of them know that, if justice had 
its due, they would either be pulling bemp by the neck, or 
learning a trade in the confines of a prison. They roam at 
Jarge in your community, are boon companions in your balla 
of business and of pleasure, adorn your circles of fashion, 
and participate in your festivities ; but there is a chord of 
right, of honesty, integrity to the institutions of our coun- 
try, of a love of freedom, and a respect for the rights of the 
weak and comparatively defenseless, that will yet thrill 
with emotion, vibrate through the honest heart, and respond 
to the ery of usurpation, tyranny and oppression exercised 
upon an innocent people. To that we appeal, and trust that 
a stern sense of justice yet remaining among the worthy 
sons of patriotic sires will stay the suicidal hand of crawling 
sycophants and corrupt rulers, and that American liberty 
may not be immolated upon her own altars, nor strangled 


|| in the halls of her own citadel, by those whose sworn duty 


it is to be her protectors. 
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Withdraw your troops; 
niouTs ; and we are at home. — 2 

Great Saur Lake City, Utah Territory, January 6, 
LBSt 


give us Our CONSTITUTIONAL 


Hener ©. KIMBALL, 
President of the Council. 
Daniel H. Wells, Reddick N. Allred, 
Albert Carrington, Chauncy W. West, 


r. D. Richards, Aaron Johnson, 
l,orenzo Snow, James C. Snow, 
Wilford Woodruff, Pinton Thomas, 
Lorn Farr, 1.G Bigler, 

Benjamin F. Johnson, George Peacock, 


l.conard EB, Uarrington, 
Joseph Holbrook, 
Warren 3. Snow, 
Lewis Brunson, Isaac Bullock, 
George A. Smith, George D. Grant, 
Leo Hawkins, Secretary of Council ; 
John T. Caine, Assistant Secretary of Council. 
Joun TaYLor, 
Speaker House of Representatives. 
W. V. Phelps, Samuel L. Sprague, 
A. P. Rockwood, Jobn Sharp, 
J. C. Liule, Alexander McRae, 
Daniel Spencer, J. W. Cummings, 
Orson Hyde, Joseph A. Young, 
Hosea Stout, Jotun Rowberry, 
Bb. H. Clawson, C. H. Wheelock, Chaplain ; 
J. D. Parker, B. Young, jr., Messenger ; 
William Derr, Jesse Haven, Chaplain ; 
James Ferguson, Chief Clerk House of Representatives ; 
Patrick Lynch, Assistant Clerk House of Representatives ; 
Wiliam H. Kumball, Sergeant-at-.4rms; 
William H. Harper, Secretary pro tempore, Utah Territory. 


Philo T. Farnsworth, 
J.C. Haight, 
John L. Lee, 


Pending the reading of the above paper, 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE and Mr. COX sev- 
erally made motions to suspend the reading; which 
motions were not agreed to. 
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== 
| sent to the Senate the memorial of James C. || 


| 
| 
| 


Chisty, Edward Wickersham, William M. Arm- | 
strong, C. McAllister, and others, citizens of the || 
city of Philadelphia, who are creditors of the 
State of Texas. The memorialists express their | 
surprise that the Legislature of Texas should 
have passed resolutions claiming for the State of || 
Texas the balance of the appropriation now in 
the Treasury, made on the 28th day of February, 
1855, for the creditors of that State. They re- 
monstrate against the purpose of that resolution. || 
They claim the balance of that appropriation for ] 
the benefit of the creditors, and pray Congress to | 
pass alaw authorizing the Secretary of the Treas- 1 
ury to distribute the balance now remaining in 





March 17. 


Militia be instructed to inquire into the expediency of , 
lecting three sites for national founderies for the many 

ture of cannon, projectiles, and other castings, for the >, 
vice of the United States ; one of the said sites to be o-. 


and one west of the Alleghany range of mountains, ang 1, 
third in the State of California. - 


SENATORS’ DESKS. 
Mr. SEWARD submitted the following reso. 


lution for consideration: 


Resolved, That the use of desks for members Ought to be 
dispensed with in the new Senate Chamber, 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. WILSON asked, and by unanimous cop. 
sent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No, 
204) to provide for issuing patents in certain cages 


the Treasury among the creditors who have filed i where grants of the public lands have been mad 
their claims in pursuance of law. Lask its refer- || by Congress; which was read twice by its title. 


ence to the Committee on Finance. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SEWARD presented the petition of Eliza | 
E. Ogden, praying to be allowed a commission 
on certain disbursements made by her late hus- | 


| band, Major Edmund A, Ogden, while acting as 


The SPEAKER. The Chair felt it his duty to | 


lay this communication before the House, inas- 
much as it purports to be from the Territorial As- 
sembly of Utah, and appears to be signed by all 
the members of that body. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Maryland, moved to lay the 
memorial on the table. 

Mr. MILLSON demanded the yeas and nays 
on the motion; and tellers on the yeas and nays. 

Mr. SHERMAN, of Ohio, moved that the 
Tiouse adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and the House 
thereupon (at four o’clock, p. m.) adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Wepnespay, March 17, 1858. 
Prayer by Rev. W. A. Hararis. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Sen- 
ate a report of the Secretary of War, commu- 
_hicating, in compliance with resolutions of the 
Senate of February 15 and March 8, a copy of 
Captain T. J.Cram’s military and topographical 
memoir, report, and maps, on the department of 
the Pacific, together with a letter from the Hon. 
1.1. Srevensanda report of Captain A. A. Hum- 
phrey on the character of that memoir; which, 
on motion of Mr. Bieter, was referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs and Militia. . 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair has re- 


ceived a memorial from the members and officers 
of the Legislative Assembly of the Territory of 
Utah, addressed to the Congress of the United 
States, in which they set forth their grievances, 
and desire the withdrawal of the troops of the 
United States from the Territory. 

Mr. STUART. I suppose it is hardly neces- 
sary to read that document. I move its reference 
to the Committee on Territories. 

Mr. HAMLIN. It should go to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. KING. Had it not better be printed ? 

Mr. HOUSTON. Let us have it read. 

Mr. STUART. I think it should go to the 
Committee on Territories, although it asks for a 
withdrawal of the troops. It is a statement of 
the internal affairs of the Territory, if it is any- 
thing. I think it ought to be printed, but it cer- 
tainly ought to go to the Committee on Territo- 
ries. 

Mr. BIGLER. I think it ought to be printed. 

The motion to print was agreed to. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Unless some mo- 
tion to a different effect be made, it will be referred 
to the Committee on Territories. 

It was so referred. 

Mr. BIGLER. I have been requested to pre- 





| incurred and services rendered; which was referred 


assistant quartermaster in the Army; which was 
| 


referred to the Committee on Claims. 1 


Mr. WRIGHT presented the memorial of Law- | 
rence Kearny, a captain in the United States Na- | 
vy, praying compensation for certain expenses 


to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and a motion | 
by him, to print the memorial, was referred to the | 
Committee on Printing. 

Hie also presented papers in support of the | 
claim of Catharine Kellar to a pension, for the 
services of her husband, Conrad Kellar, in the | 

tevolution; which was referred to the Commit- | 
tee on Revolutionary Claims. 

Mr. GREEN presented the petition of James | 
H. Birch, Jr., for himself and others, praying to 
be protected in their location of certain lands in | 
the Plattsburg land district; which was referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. BRODERICK presented a petition of res- 


| idents of Klamath county, California, praying 


that the Pacific mail steamship company may be || 


required to land the mails at Trinidad; which was | 
referred to the Committee on the Post Office and | 
Post Roads. 

Mr. WADE presented resolutions of the board | 
of trade of Cleveland, Ohio, in favor of an appro- 
priation of public lands to aid in the construction | 
of a ship canal around the falls of Niagara; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce. | 

Mr. HARLAN presented a memorial of the | 
Legislature of lowa, praying for a donation of 





land for the establishment of a-scientific agricul- || 


| 
tural school in that State; which was referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands, and ordered to be 


| printed. 


| Hill by Rich Gulch, to West Point, in Calaveras 


Mr. GWIN presented petitions of citizens of | 


California in favor of the establishment of the fol- || 


lowing post routes: From Sacramento City by | 


Davis’s Ranch, Putah, Vacaville, Suisun City, So- || 


noma, to Petuluma in Sonoma county; from Bel- | 
mont by Purcel’s Store, Piscadary and William’s 
Landing, to Santa Cruz, in Santa Cruz county; 
from Oroville by Bidwell’s Bar, Peaville, Brush 
Creek, Meadow Valley, to Quincy in Plumas 
county; from Jackson to Volcano, in Amadore 
county; from Sacramento City, by Washington, 
Cashville, Cache Creek, Yolo City, and Cafion, 
to Clear Lake, Napa county; from Sacramento 
City by Onisleo and Walnut Grove, to Georgian 
Slough in Sacramento county; from Mokelumne 


county; from Knight’s Ferry by La Grange, to | 


| Honilas, Mariposa county; from Nevada City by | 


Alpha, to Washington, in Nevada county. 
hey were referred to the Committee on the | 
Post Office and Post Roads. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 
On motion of Mr. GWIN, it was 


Ordered, That the petition of John Brown, on the files of | 


| the Senate, be referred to the Court of Claims. 


On motion of Mr. KENNEDY, it was 


Ordered, That the heirs of Joshua Barney have leave to 
Withdraw their petition and papers. 


NATIONAL FOUNDERIES. 
Mr.GWIN submitted the following resolution; | 


agreed to: 
Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs and 


| which was considered by unanimous consent, and | 


and referred to the Committee on Public Lands 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. WILSON, from the Committee on Reyp. 
lutionary Claims, to whom was referred the pei. 
| tion of the legal representatives of Charles Porter. 
| field, deceased, submitted a report, accompanied 
| by a bili (S. No. 203) for the relief of the legal 
| representatives of Charles Porterfield, deceased, 
The bill was read, and passed to a second read. 
ing, and the report was ordered to be printed. 


a 


Mr. IVERSON, from the Committee on Clainns, 


|| to whom was referred the memorial of the Legis. 


lature of Lowa, in relation to indemnity for ex. 
| penses of the State in the Sioux outbreak in 1857, 
asked to be discharged from its further consider. 
| ation, and that it be referred to the Committee oy 
Military Affairs and Militia; which was agreed to, 
Mr. EVANS, from the Committee on Revolu- 
tionary Claims, to whom was referred the meno- 
rial of Susannah Hayne Pinckney, submitted a 
report, accompanied by a bill (S. No. 205) for the 
relief of Susannah Hayne Pinckney, sole heir of 
Captain Richard Shubrick. The il was read, 
_and passed to a second reading, and thie report 


|, was ordered to be printed. 


He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the memorial of the heirs of Colonel 
Samuel Hammond, submitted an adverse report; 
which was ordered to be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
' was referred the memorial of Jane M. Kean, 
| Mary A. Reynolds, and Catharine E. Kean, sub- 
| mitted an adverse report; which was ordered to 
| be printed. 
| He also, from the same committee, to whom 
| was referred the petition of Sarah Smith Statlord, 
| submitted an adverse report; which was ordered 
| to be printed. 
| Mr.MALLORY, from the Committee on Naval 
| Affairs, to whom was referred a petition of lieu- 
tenants in the United States revenue marine set- 
vice, submitted a report accompanied by a bill (8. 
No. 206) increasing the pay of certain officers of 
_ revenue cutters, while serving in the Navy of the 
| United States. The bill was read and passed t0 
/a second reading, and the report was ordered to 

be printed. 
| He also, from the same committee, to whom 
| was referred the memorial of Douglass Ottinger, 
asked to be discharged from its further consider- 
ation, and that it be referred to the Committee 00 
Commerce; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the papers relating to the application 


'| of Commander Thomas J. Page, and other naval 


officers of the La Platte exploring expedition, {ot 
ees asked to be discharged from its further 
consideration; which was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


| A message was received from the House of Rey 
| resentatives by Mr. Auten, its Clerk, announcits 
that the House had passed a resolution (H. R 
| No. 19) respecting the distribution of certain pu 
| lic documents; and a resolution for the adjour- 
| ment of Congress; in which the concurrence °! 
| the Senate was requested. 


PRIVATE CALENDAR. 


Mr. STUART. It is understood that to-Jey 
| the Senator from Kentucky intends to speak up? 
_ the Kansas question, and inasmuch as there see" 

to be no further morning business, I wish tomer 
| that the Senate proceed to the consideration ° 
| the Private Calendar, and so continue until “ 
| o’clock, unless the Senator from Kentucky sho! : 
' desire to go on before that hour. There is nothioe 
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